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PROCEEDINGS BEFORE SELECT COMMITTEE 



MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS. 



DUBLIN (CITY) ELECTION. 



Martis, 13® die Martii, 1838. 



Names of the Members remaining on the reduced List, chosen by ballot, appointed to 
try and determine the merits of a Petition complaining of an undue Election and Return 
for the City of Dublin: — 

Lord Seymour. 

Mr. Edward George Barnard 

Mr. George Byng. 

Sir James Rivett Carnac. 

Mr. Charles Gray Round. 

Mr. Edward Stanley. 

Lord Seymour was chosen Chairman; and the Committee appointed to meet on Wed- 
nesday, March 14, at twenty minutes before four o’clock in the afternoon. 

[Adjourned till To-morrow, at 20 minutes before Four. 



Mr. James Boiler East. 

Mr. William Augustus Johnson. 
Mr. William Evans. 

Mr. Ellis Cunliffe Lister. 

Mr. Fitzstephen French. 



FIRST DAY. 



Mercurii, 14“ die MartUy 1838. 



Names called over; all present. 

Sir Robert Sidney put in A Statement and List of Objections of Sitting Members,” he 
being the Parliamentary agent for the same; also, *‘A List of Persons whose Votes the Silting 
Members seek to have entered on the Poll,” was put in by Sir Robert Sidney, their agent. 
Mr. Edtoard Maguire, agent for the Petitioners, put in “A List of objected Votes,” viz. 



Class, No. 1 
Class, No. 2 
Class, No. 3 
Class, No. 4 
Class, No. 5 
Class, No. 6 
Class, No. 7 



Class, 


No. 8 


Class, No. 15 


Class, 


No. 9 


Class, No. 16 


Class, 


No. lo 


Class, No. 17 


Class, 


No. 11 


Class, No. 18 


Class, 


No. 12 


Class, No. ig 


Class, 


No. 13 


Class, No. 20 


01 ass 


No. 14 


Class, No. 2: 



Class, No. 22 
Class, No. 23 
Class, No. 24 
Class, No. 25 
Class, No. 26 
Class, No. 27 
Class, No. 28 



Also a statement of the Petitioners was delivered in by Mr. Edward Maguire, agent for 
the Petitioners. 

[Adjourned till Two o’clock To-morrow. 



SECOND DAY. 

Jovu, 15" die Martii, 1838. 

Names called over; all present. 

Counsel for the sitting Members : 

Mr. Austin. 

Mr. Roebuck. 
hir. S. Hutton, 

Mr. Close. 

Ageht, Sir Robert Sidney, Palace-yard. 

SoLiciTOK, Mr. TV. Woodlock. 

Counsel for the Petitioners: 

Mr. Tkesioer. 

Mr. Keatwge. 

Mr. WratigJiam. 

Agent, Mr. Edward Maguire, 30, Parliament-street 

The 
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The petition was read. 

Ordered, That no witnesses be admitted till called for, on pain of disqualification. 

Mr. Thesiger was heard to open the case of the Petitioners. 

George Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, called in, and examined by Mr. 
Keativge', cross-examined by Mr. Austin. 

The poll books of the Dublin election produced, from A. to W. inclusive, and Y. Z., i6 in 
number; witness also produced the affidavit of the sheriffs of the city of Dublin; all of 
which were put in. 

Witness sworn. [Adjourned till Eleven To-morrow. 



THIRD DAY. 

Veneris, 16" die Martii, 1838. 



Names called over; all present. 

Mr. Keulivge was heard in pan of the Petitioners, and asked leave to deviate from the 
ordinary course, as some of the documents conecniing, the Paving Company had not yet 
arrived from Dublin, and proceeded by calling for the affidavit and certificate of Mich iel 
Brougham, which Mr. Keativge alleged was informal; which was objected to by Mr. 
Roebuck and Mr. Hutton. 

The Commitiee asked the counsel present whether, if this affidavit were produced, it 
would lend to open llte register. 

Tlie counsel, in reply, agreed that It would ; whereupon. 

The room was cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Parties called in, and informed that it was the opinirju of the Committee, 

“That the counsel for the Petitioners shall now proceed with his case.” 

After wliich, 

George Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, was called in, and sworn ; examined 
byMr. Ahs/{«; and produced the affidavit and certificate of Michael Brougham ; put in. 

Mr. Keatinge stated that the evidence had been taken on which he found his objection 
to the affidavit, viz. “owing to the word ‘ yearly ’ being omitted in the wording of the 
affidavit,” and was heard to proceed willi the case of the Petitioners. 

Mr. Austin was then heard in reply, and commented on the arguments adduced by 
Mr. Keatinge; when motion was made, and question put, 

“That the Committee are of opinion that the objection to the vote of Michael 
Brougham cannot be allowed.” 

Carried unanimously; vole allowed. 

Mr. Keatinge then stated, that as the former vote was one of the first class, viz. 
“Insufficiency of Households’ Affidavits and as it had been considered, and as the Coni- 
uiittee had resolved that the vote should be allowed, he should not oppose the remaining 
votes in Class No. i. 

Class, No. 2, considered and agreed to — “ Defective Affidavits.” 

Mr. Keatinge then asked permission of the Committee to move the adjournment, which, 
after a short deliberation, was agreed to. 

Witness sworn. 

[Adjourned till Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 



FOURTH DAY. 

8abbati, 17* die Martii, 1838. 



Names called over; all present. 

Mr. Wrangham commenced this day’s proceedings by laying before the Committee the 
general grounds on which he should support the following class, namely, “freemen; and 
proposed that the name of William Hare Maunsel (No. 1,504) be considered a valid vote; 
on which, ... 

Gfnrge Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, was called in, and examined by 
Mr. Wranghatji. 
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4 PROCEEDINGS BEFORE SELECT COMMITTEE 

The affidavit of William Hare Matinsc! was produced by the witness, who staled that 
W. H. Maunsel was a freeman at the last election for the county of ihe city of Dublin, and 
was registered on the 3d of March. 

Affidavit was put in. 

The certificate of registry of William H. Maunsel was also produced by witness, and 
was put in. 

Mr. Wrangham put the following question to witness : “ Is that a certificate of the voter 
to vote cs a freeman ?” 

Mr. A.vstin raised an objection to this question, on the grounds that it would open the 
register. 

Mr. Wrangham was heard, and explained to the Committee his reasons for putting the 
above question; after which, 

Mr. Austin, in reply, explained more fully his objections. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Motion made, and question put, 

“Whether the document is to be admitted” (in evidence). 

Committee divided : Ayes, 4; Noes, 6. 

The parties were then called in, and informed, 

“ That the Committee have decided that the document in question is not admissible." 

Examination resumed by Mr. Wrangham. 

Mr. Hutton objected to the following question being put to witness : “ Are there any 
class of freemen by statute?” 

Whereupon, the Committee decided that this question might he put. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Austin; re-examined by Mr. Wrangham. 

Mr. Wrangham then proceeded with his statement concerning the right of voting as a 
freeman, and argued that there was no registration of freemen prior to the passing of the 
Reform Act. 

Mr. Austin commented upon the arguments elicited by Mr. Wrangham, and proceeded 
by slating, that no man in Ireland was entitled to vote who liad not been registered six 
months, or had been registered eight years. 

Mr. Wrangham was then heard in reply; after which. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Motion made, antlquestion put, 

“Whether the vote of William Hare Maunsel is admissible?” Whereupon, 

Committee divided: Ayes, 4; Noes, 6. 

Parties were then called in, and acquainted, 

“ That the vote of William Hare Maunsel shall not be placed on the poll.” 

Which vote being considered, the whole of this class, namely, “ the Freemen,” was 
decided. 

Witness sworn. 

[Adjourned till Eleven o’clock on Monday. 



FIFTH DAY. 

Luna, 19 * die Martii, 1838. 



Names called over; all present. 

Mr. Keatirtge opened this day’s proceedings by putting forth the name of Joseph 
Ormsby, woolstapler, and 10 1 . householder; and 

George Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, was again called in, and examined 
by Mr. Wrangham ; and produced the affidavit of Joseph Ormsby, which was put in. 

John Beiley, secretary to the paving board in Dublin, examined by Mr. Keatinge, 
with reference to the books and papers belonging to the treasurer’s department, and 
which ought to have been produced at an earlier period. 

Witness produced a book containing the assessment of the city of Dublin of 1836; 
signed hy the three Commissioner?, to which their seal was annexed, and was put in. 

■ * ' Witness 
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ON THE DUBLIN (CITY) ELECTION PETITION. 5 

Witness also produced the assessment of the city of Dublin in 1837, executed on the 
2d of February 1837, and pal in. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Hutton. 

Witness produced a copy of The Speaker’s Warrant, .which was put in-; and also 
produced tiie appointment, by the Lord Lieutenant, of Richard Smyth, esquire. Colonel 
George Morris, and Hickman Kearney, esquire, commissioners for managing the paving, 
&c. of the streets in Dublin ; put in. 

Re-examined by Mr. Kealinge\ cross-examined by Mr. ; examined by the 

Committee. 

Mr, Keatinge then asked leave to call Mr. Dillon, in order that he mieht produce certain 
documents, and went on to state that it was not his object to have Mr. IDillon sworn, as he 
had been sent over with these papers by the defendant’s party, in order that he might 
appear before the Committee as a witness, and tlien quoted that a person might appear in 
a court of law to produce papers, as an intended witness, but could not undergo a cross- 
examination if not sworn. 

Mr. Sutton was heard, and commented on the arguments adduced by Mr. Keatinge, and 
was of opinion that the intended witness ought to be sworn, whereupon. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Parties called in, and informed, 

“ That it is the opinion of the Committee, that Mr. Dillon need not be sworn.” 

Mr. then produced the tax-ledgens mentioned in The Speaker’s Warrant, viz. 

Ledger, No. 1. 1835 ; No. '2, 1836; No. 3, 1836 ; No. 1, 1837 ; No. 2, 1837 5 No. 3, 
1837 : all relating to the paving rates, which were put in. 

William Maguire, inspector of taxes, called in ; examined by Mr. Wratigham. 

Witness produced collector’s books, whicli were put in ; also produced ministers’ money- 
books, which were put in. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Hutton. 

On a question being put with reference to a particular rate, Mr. raised an 

objection ; after which, examination resumed by Mr. Hutton, 

Re-examined by Mr. Wrangham. 

Mr. D< 7 /on also produced certain papers relating to valuations for paving purposes; 
paving valuations, No. 1, No. 2, No. 3 ; all of which were put in. 

Mr. Roebuck then addressed the Committee, and stated that he thought it advisable for 
the Committee to adjourn, as it was drawing toward four o’clock, and he would, with 
llieir permission, commence his objections to the case of the rating, and to the evi- 
dence adduced, at their next meeting; and after short argument by Mr. Keatinge and 
Mr. Roebuck, the Committee 

Adjourned till Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 

Witness sworn. 



SIXTH DAY. 

Martis, 20 ® die Martii, 1838 . 



Names called over ; all present. 

Mr. Roebuck opened the proceedings this day by stating bis objections to the rating of 
the 10 1 . householders in question, and argued that it was iuvalid, and ought not to be 
allowed. 

Mr. Keating afterwards addressed the Committee, and replied to the arguments put 
forth by Mr. Roebuck. 

Mr. Roebuck was also heard in reply, on which. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Motion made, and question put, 

“That it is the opinion of the Committee that the rates of 3836 and 1837 were 
valid rates.” 

Carried unanimously. 

The parties were called in, and informed accordingly. 

Henjamin Smith, collector of the paving board, examined by Mr. Wrangham', cross- 
examined by Mr. Austin. 

When an objection was made by Mr. Wrangham to a question put to the witness, viz., 
“Hadyouthat warrant when vou received that tax ?” alluding to the warrant of appoint- 
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6 PROCEEDINGS BEFORE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ment which witness had with him; upon which Mr. Thesiger stated, that, as the warrant 
had not been put in as evidence, that question could not be asked. 

Mr. Keatinge then stated that the evidence that was given yesterday and this day formed 
his case respecting this class of voters. 

An argument was then raised by Mr. Thesiger and Austin, when, 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Motion made, and question put, 

“That the coansel for the Petitioner must proceed to sum up his case with respect 
to this vote.” 

Carried unanimously. 

Parties called in, and acquainted with the same. 

After which, Mr. Thesiger was permitted by the Committee to ask for adjournment. . 
Witness sworn. 

[Adjourned to Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 



SEVENTH DAY. 

Mercurii, 20“ die Martii, 1838. 



Names called over; all present. 

Mr. Thesiger w&s heard to sum up his case with respect to this class of voters, viz., “Ten 
Pound Householders,” and concluded by stating, that in his opinion the voce of Joseph 
Ormsby was not a good vote, and ought not to have been on the poll, as there was more 
than half a year’s grand jury rales and raxes unpaid. 

Mr. Austin then replied, when the Committee 

Resolved, — ^“That Joseph Orrasby’s vote is a good vote.” 

Allowed. 

After which, Mr. Thesiger proceeded with the vote of Thomas Keogh. 

George Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, again called in, and produced the 
alhdavit of Thomas Keogh, of No. 7, Walls-lane, dairyman, and 10/. householder, poll 
reg. 217, number of certificate 161, daiecl 7th November 1832, which was put in ; also tlie 
affidavit of Thomas Keogh, dairyman, of No. 131, Francis-street, certificate No, 21 ; pro- 
duced and put in. 

Mr. Keatinge was beard in favour of ihe validity of the affidavits, and stated that Thomas 
Keogh was in arrears at the last election, and therefore ought cot to have been allowed 
to vote. 

Mr. Austin stated that the certificates being made out in the same name must be owing 
to the mistake of the poll clerk. 

After which, the Committee 

Resolved, — “ That the vote of Thomas Keogh was a good vote.” 

Mr. Wrangkam then asked to have the vote of Thomas Creevy, of Blackwall Market, 
produced. 

George Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, called in, .and produced the affidavit 
of Thomas Creevy, of Blackwall Market, butcher: poll regis. 46s. dated 2oih Oct. 18^2, 
householder. r o o 0 > 

Mr. Archer was then examined by Mr. Keatinge-, cross-examined by Mr. Austin, 
respecting the door numbers, &c., in the parish of St. Nicholas Without. 

Examined by Mr. Thesiger-, examined by Committee. 

Benjamin Smith, collector of Dublin Paving Board, called in, and examined by Mr 
Keatinge; cross-examined by Mr. Aiw/tn ; re-examined by Mr. Keatinge. 

Mr. Keatinge then addressed the Committee, by stating his objections to the vote in 
question, which were founded on the voter not having paid the paving and lighting tax for 
half a year previous to the election, and concluded his argument by showing that the vote 
of Thomas Creevy ought to be struck off the poll. 

Mr. Austin commented on the arguments adduced against the validity of this vote, when 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

And as it was announced that The Speaker was at prayers, the Committee 

Adjourned till Eleven o’clock To-nuirrow. 

Witness sworn. 
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ON THE DUBLIN (CITY) ELECTION PETITION. 

EIGHTH DAY. 

Jovis 22° die Martii, 1838. 



i^AMES called over; all present. 

Committee deliberated, when it was resolved, 

“ That the objection to Thomas Creevy is not sustained.” 

Vote allowed. 

Counsel and parties were then called in, and informed accordingly. 

Mr. Wrangham then proceeded by calling for the affidavit of James Hatigah. 

George Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, was called in, and produced the 
affidavit of James Ratigan, merchant tailor (householder) of Mary-sireet, Dublin, No. 
of register 1 13, No. of certificate 288 ; put in. 

Francis Salmon, collector of taxes in St. Mary’s South, called in, and examined by 
Mr. Wrangham ; cross-examined by Mr. Hutton. 

Mr. Hutton then stated tbai tfie lax levied on the voter in question was not due at the 
time of election, and if due at that time, it was within six months prior to the election. 

Mr. Wrangltam contended that as the tax was chargeable under the Act of Parliament, no 
demand was requisite. 

Mr. Keatinge supported the argument, by showing that a half year’s rate was due, and that 
the assessment was valid, and concluded by stating that the vote of James Ratigan ought 
to be struck off the poll. 

Mr. Austin was heard in reply, and proved that no demand had been made; and stated 
that if the rate was collectable, the appointment of the collector should be proved, and the 
collector’s warrant had not been produced, and argued that as there was no demand made, 
the tax was not due and payable, and concluded by stating that the vote was valid ; after 
which, 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Motion made, and question put, 

“ Whether or not the demand is necessary to make the tax legally due.” 

Committee divided: Ayes, 6; Noes, 4. 

Motion made and question put, 

“ Whether or not six months taxes were due in the case of James Ratigan.” 

Committee divided ; Ayes, 4 ; Noes, 6. 

Counsel and parties called in, and informed that the Committee had resolved, 

“That the demand is necessary to make the tax legally due.” 

Also informed that the Committee had resolved, 

“ That no more than six months’ tax was due in the case of James Ratigan.’’ 

Vote allowed. 

Mr. Keatinge then proceeded by calling for the affidavit of Thomas Keona. 

G. Archer, town clerk and clerk of the' peace, again called in, and produced the affidavit 
of Thomas Kenna, gardener, No. of register 70, No. of certificate, 282, sworn on the 27th 
October J832, and voted as householder on 3d August ; put in. 

William Maguire, inspector of taxes, again called in, and examined by Mr. Keatinge, 
with regard to the watch tax. 

Witness produced copies of the watch valuation, No. 1, from 1835 ^^35 5 No. 2, 

1835 ; No. 3, 1832 ; put in. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Hutton. 

Prancis Sfl/mon, collector of taxes in St. Mary’s South, again called in; examined by 
Mr. Wrangham, with respect to the district for which he collected, and whether be knew 
the house of Keona in Love-lane, &c. 

Cold) Palmer, collector of paving tax for the parish of Catherine, called in, and ex- 
amined by Mr. Wrangham. 

Mr. Hutton stated that he did not intend to defend this vote, when it was struck off. 

Struck off. 

Mr. Wrangham then called for the affidavit of Michael Daly. 

G. Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, called in, and produced the affidavit of 
Michael Daly, grocer, of No. 5, Charlotte, No. of register 46, No. of certificate, 188 ; put in. 

Mr. Wrangham said that he should not object to this vote. 

Vote allowed. 

Mr. Wrangham then called for the affidavit of Lawrence Byrne. 
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G. Archer, town clerk and clerk of tlie peace, called in, and produced the nfBdavit of 
Lawrence B^rne, butcher, of 1 7, Orcnond-market, Mo. of register 526, No. of certificate 540, 
put in. 

William Maguire, inspector of taxes, called io ; examined by Mr. Wrangham. 

Produced the tax-ledger for 18365 put ia. 

Produced a map of Dublin ; put in. 

On the following question being put to witness, viz. 

“ If he registered at N o. 1 7did he not register himself incorrectly ? ” 

Mr. Roebuck raised an objection to this question being put, as it was impeaching the 
register. 

Mr. Keatinge was heard in reply ; and stated, that his reason for putting the question was 
on account of the numbers on the doors being so frequently altered. 

Mr. Roebuck argued that the question ought not to be put. 

When the Committee closed the argument by deciding — 

Resolved, — “ That Lawrence Byrne, registered for No. 17, Ormond Market.” 

Witness sworn. [Adjourned till Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 



NINTH DAY. 



Veneris, 23® die Martii, 1838. 



Names called over; all present. 

Mr. Keatinge was heard in part of the Petitioners, and stated that he would abandon the 
case of Lawrence Byrne. 

Vote allowed. 

Mr. Keatinge proceeded by calling for the vote of James Haslam. 

G. Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, called in, and produced the affidavit of 
James Haslam, householder, No. of register 690, No. of certificate 96, of 69, James- 
street, sworn 2d of March 1836; put in. 

William Maguire, inspector of taxes, called in ; examined by Mr. WrangJtam. 

Vote allowed. 

Benjamin Smith, collectorof Dublin Paving Board, called in, and produced one of the block 
check-books; put in. 

Mr. Wrangham then addressed the Committee, and said that it was his intention to close 
the class of liouseliolders (No. 5), which had been objected to vvith respect to the paving 
rate, and stated that he should proceed with class No. 13, “ Insolvent Debtors.” 

Mr. Roebuck objected to the votes of this class being argued at the present lime. 

Mr. Atisffw supported Mr. Roebuck’s argument ; and stated, that he should object to the 
Insolvent Debtors’ Class being gone into now, as the opposite counsel had not previously 
tendered a list of such proceedings for this day; and concluded by showing that as this 
delay of the proceedings was owing to the cutiiisei for the Petitioners, the sitting Mem- 
bers’ costs for this day should be paid by them ; upon tvhich, 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Counsel and parties called in, and informed that the Committee had 

Resolved, — “ That the Committee are prepared to adjourn, if either party asks for it, 
but we will not give costs.” 

W^itness sworn. [Adjourned till Eleven o’clock To-niorrow. 



March 24th, 1838 : Received my box, containing all the documents. See. put in at the 
Dublin City Election Committee. 



M. J. Dillon. 



March 24th, 1838 : Received my box containing ail the documents, &c., put in at the 
Dublin City Election Committee. 

. . J.BeUg. 

Received the documents which were put in by me, at the Dublin City Election 
Cowmiiiee. 

Wm. Maguire. 
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TENTH DAY. 

Sabbati, 24 * die Martii, 1838 . 



Names called over; all pie.senL 

Mr. Keatinge opened this clay’s proceedings by staling that it was his intention to 
proceed with Class No. 6 (“ Pipe Water Tax”), instead of Class 13, and began to address 
the Committee. 

, Mr. Roebuck objected to an opening statement being made upon each class of voters 
and proposed that a vote should be tendered. 

Mr. Wrangham was then heard in support of Mr. Keatinge’s argument, and stated that 
this class of voters ought to be opened by a statement to the Committee of the facts, 
whereupon, 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Resolved, — “ That some vote must be brought before them, on which the objection 
is to be argued.” 

Mr. Wrangham then proceeded by calling the vote of Thomas Bush. 

G. Archer, town clerk and clerk of the peace, called in, and produced the affidavit of 
Thomas Bush, stonecutter, of No. 16, Cuffe-sireet, parish of St. Peter, registry No. 197, 
No. of certificate 549 ; put in. ■ 

^ Sir Drewry Jo 7 ies Dickinson, supervisor of the pipe water-rate, accountant to the cor- 
poration of Dublin, and sheriff’s peer, called in, and examined by Mr. Aeaftwge relative 
to the pipe water-rates, and the’ method of collecting the same. 

Witness produced six books relating to the pipe water-rate of 1837; put in. • 

. Witness also produced the book for 1836, referring to the district No. 2 ; put in. 

Witness produced block books connected with the water-rate; put in. 

Witness also produced the collector’s ledger for 1837, and produced collector’s pocket- 
books ; put in. 

Witness produced the ministers’ money return book.s; put in. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Austin ; re-exaunined by Mr. Keatinge. 

Humphrey Flanagan, collector of the pipe water establishment in Dublin, called in, 
and examined by Mr. Wrangham', cross-examined by Mr. Austin-, examined by the 
Committee. 

Witness again called in, and examined by Mr. Austin', examined by Mr. Wrangham ; 
examined by the Committee. 

Mr. Keatinge then addressed the Committee, and stated that this was his case with respect 
to this voce, and proceeded by stating his objections to the vote of Thomas Bush, and con- 
tended that he owed more iKan a half year’s pipe water-tax at the time of election, and 
that in his opinion it was a municipal tax. 

Mr. Austin commented on the argiiineius adduced, and went on to show iliat it was not 
a municipal lax under the Irish Reform Act, aud stated that this tax therefore was not 
chargeable under tlie Municipal Reform Acts,, and that u was not levied for the general 
purpose of the public ; after which, 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberateil. 

Motion made, and question put, 

"That the rate or rent collected by the pipe water establishment is not a muni- 
cipal rate coming within the 5th section of the Irish Reform Act.” 

Committee divided : Ayes, 1 ; Noes, 9. 

Resolved, — "That the rate or rent collected by the pipe water establishment is not 
a municipal rate coming within the glh section of the Irish Reform Act.” 

Council and parties called in, and informed of the same. 

Vote allowed. 

Adjourned till Eleven o’clock on Monday. 

Witness sworn. 

Received the documents put in at the Dublin City Election. Archer. 

Received the documents put in at the Dublin City Election. Dickinson. 

Received the document put in at the Dublin City Election. Maguire. 
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PTOCEEDINGS BEFOKE SELECT COMMI'IT'EE 

ELEVENTH DAY. 

Luna 26* die Martii, 1838. 



Namcs calkd oyer j ail presRni. 

Mr. Theiiger opened this day’s proceedings by stating, that they hat) founded their objec- 
tions to the voters, trom the decisions oftlie former Dublin Coaimiuee; but as six classes 
hud been decided against the Peliwooets, lie should give op all fiiriiver op'positioii ; after 
which, 

Mr. Auitin addressed the Committee, which closed the proceedings. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated, and 

Resolved , — “That .Daniel O’Comieil, escjuire, and Robert Hutton, esquire, axe duly 
elected citizens to serve in this present Parliament for the said City of Dublin. 

‘ That the Petition of Edward Cottingham and others did not appear to the said 
C'^fWiiiiitee 10 be frivolous or vexatious. 

“ That the opposition to tlie said Petition did not .appear to the said Coratxiittee 
to be frivolous or vexatious.” 

Committee agreed that LokI Sey.mour siiould report the same to The House of 
Coiniuuns. 

The council and parlies were called in, and the Resolutions were read over to ihcui; 
whereupon the Cominittee dissolved. 



MINUTES 
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JomSy 15 ° die Martil, 1838 . 



PRESENT : 

Lord Seymour. 

Edward George Baruard, Esq. 

George Byng, Esq. 

Sir James Rivett (Jamae. 

Charles Gray Round, Esq. 

Edward Stanley, Esq. 



James Buller East, Esq. 
General Johnson. 

William Evans, Esq. 

Ellis Cunliff'e Lister, Esq. 
Fitzstephen French, Esq. 



LORD SEYMOUR in the Chair. 



Mr. Edward Maguire appeared as agent for the Petitioners. 

Mr. Thesiger, Mr. Keatinge and Mr. Wrangham appeared as council for 
the Petitioners. 

Sir Mohert Sidney appeared as agent for the sitting Members. 

Mr. Woodlock appeared as solicitor for the sitting Members. 

Mr. Austin, Mr. H. Hutton, Mr. Roebuck and Mr. Close appeared as 
counsel for the sitting Members. 

Mr. Thesiger applied to the Committee that all witnesses might be 
excluded from the room, which was ordered accordingly. 

The Petition against the return of the sitting Members was read. 

Mr. Thesiger was then heard to open the case on the part of the 
Petitioners. 



George Archer, was then called; and having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr, Keatinge, as follows ; 

1. DO you hold Einy office in the city of Dublin r — I do. 

2. What is it? — Clerk of the peace. 

3. You are one of the town clerks and clerk of the peace also, are you not.'' 

I am. 

4. Did you hold that office during tlie last election ? — Yes. 

5. And from that time since ? —Yes. _ j tt 

6. Do you remember on what day the last Duhhn election commenced . Upon 
looking at the poll books I could tell. 

7. It was on the 1 st of August, was it not ? — I think it was. 

8. You have brought with you certain books, have you not? Yes._ 

g. Do you remember how many days the election continued ?— I thmk uve. 

10. What books have you brought with you ; what poll books ; they are on 

the file, are they not? — Yes. i. -ir r 

11. From whom did you receive them? — From the then high, sherms o 
Dublin. 

12. Wkat were their names ? — John Veevers and Loftus Anthony Bryan. 

13. On what day did you receive them? — I could tell by looking a e 
affidavit. 

{The Wiiness referred to the Affidavit.) 

1 4. On what day did you receive them ? — On the 22 d day of August last, 

15* You hold in your hand an affidavit, do you not ? — I do. 

. i6, "Were you present when that affidavit was sworn.' — I was. 

17 - Before whom was it sworn ? — Before Alderman William Hodges, the then 
lord mayor of Dublin. _ 

703/ b3 ' 5 . Did 
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G. Archer, Esq. 
:S March 1838. 



18. Did you see that name written by him? — I did. 

] 9. He is one of the justices of the city of Dublin, is he not ? — He is. 

20. Are the poll books now in the same state as when you received them?— 
They are. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Austin. 

21. You are town clerk, and clerk of the peace also, you say? — I am, 

22. That is a united office, is it not? — It is. 

23. Within what time after the termination of the election did you receive the 
books ; how many days ? — The election appears to have terminated on Saturday 
the 5 th» and on the 22 d the books were delivered. 

24. Delivered to you ? — Yes. 

25. Have you had them in your possession ever since? — Yes. 

26. Do you produce any notices of objections, or any documents of that descrip- 
tion ? — I have them on tire road. 

27. They are not here yet ? — No, they are not. . 

28. And some certificates also? — I do not know that Iliad. 

29. Have you the affidavits of registiy ? —I have the affidavits of registry. 

30. Do you produce all the affidavits of registry ? — I have them here. 

31 . All of them? — All of them. 

32. You know the notices I alluded to when I asked you about notices of 
objection which you say are upon the road? — I have those papers on the file, or 
the objections. 

33. You know what those particular objections are, do you not? — ^No, I do 
not. 

34. Have you not been served with notice to produce certain documents ?— 
Yes. 

35 - Are they not described in that notice? — I do not know; wdiat I was 
desired to produce I have brought. 

36. The technical paper is the objections ; do you know what that is ? — Yes. 

37. WeU, have you got tlie objections talcen at the election ? — Those are the 
papers I spoke of that are on the file. 

38. Tliey are the same, are they ? — Yes. 

39. Do you produce any other documents that were specified in the notice to 
produce ? — Yes, I have them all there, as far as I can tell. 

40. What is the nature of the documents you have there ? — They are several 
documents with respect to the admissions of freemen. 

41. You have not got the charters of the corporation, have you ? — No, I have 
not. 

42. Have you the corporation books ?— Yes, I have. 

43. In what state are those now? — I have the same evidence to show with 
regard to the freemen that was required by the Fictitious Votes’ Committee. 

44. You mean before the Committee tliat inquired into the fictitious votes of 
the city of Dublin? — Yes. 

45 - You have all the evidence that would be necessary for establishing the 
result of tliat inquiry, whatever it may be ? — I have already been examined 
before the Fictitious Votes’ Committee, and I have brought the same docu- 
ments. 

46. You "were examined touching the fictitious freemen, w'ere you not? — 
Yes. 

47. You are tlie gentleman whose name we read of in the blue book ? — I do 
not know the blue book. 

48. You know the Report of the Fictitious Votes’ Committee, do you not? — 

Yes. ^ 

49. You have read your own name there ? — Yes. 

50. Touching the Dublin freemen ? — ^Yes. 

\_Jhe Poll Books were then put in.'] 

[The Affidavit was then put in, and read, as follows .•] 

Coimty of the city of^Ltftus Anthony Bryan, of Pembroke-road, and John Veevers, ot 

Dublin, to wit. J Kildare-pluce, both in the county of the city of Dublin, esquires, 
the bhenfTs of the said county of the city, make oath and say, that the several poll-books 
which these deponents have, at the time of making this affitlavit, delivered in to Messrs. 
George Archer ami John Long, the clerks of the peace of and for tlic said county of tlie 

city 
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ritv of Dubiin are the original poll books of the election of two Members to serve in the 
Parliament of tiie United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, for the city and county 
ofiheciiyof Dublin aforesaid, which election commenced on Monday the 31st day of 
July Iast> and continued until tlie poll at the said election was iinally closed on 
Saurdav the 5th day of this present month of August, and that such poll books so now 
delivered in by these deponents as aforesaid 10 tlie said clerks of the peace, are the 
ofi'dnal poll books of the said election, upon wliich the return made Uiereai was founded, 
and that from the final close of the said poll to the time when these deponents have so 
delivered in the said orisjinal poll books as aforesaid, there has not been any obliteration, 
erasure, addition or alteration made therein. 

Jolm Veevers. 

Loflus A. Bryan, 

Sworn before me, one of the Justices of the Peace of and for the said county of the 
ciiv of Dublin, at the Sessions’ House at Green-street, in the said city of Dublin, 
on“this 22cl tlav of August, in the year 1S37, the said Loftus Anthony Bryan and 
John Keevers, sherifts of the said county of the city of Dublin, 

W" Hodges, Lord Mayor, City of Dublin. 

[The Committee adjourned till Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 



Veneris, 16® die Martii, 1838. 



LORD SEYMOUR in the Chair. 



The names of the Members were called over ; all present. 

i/b.Keatinge stated it was their intention to go into the ohjections with 
respect to the paving and lighting, but they were unable to do so in con- 
sequence of certain documents not having arrived which they had served 
The Speaker’s warrant upon the parties for the production of. 

Mr. Rodmclc stated he had no objection to go into any other class. 

Mr. Keatinge then stated he should go into Class, No. 1, which was the 
insufficiency of the householders’ affidavit. 



ON THE 'VOTE OF MICHAEL BROUGHAM, No. 790. 



Mr. Keatinge offered to put in the affidavit. 

Mr. Roehuck and Mr. Hutton objected to the affidavit being pnt in, on 
the ground that the affidavit was the register, and the Committee would 
not open the registry. 

Mr. Keatinge and Mr. Wranglwm were heard in answer. 

Mr. Hutton was heard in reply. 

The Committee-room was ordered to be cleared. 



The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed, that the Coi^ittee 
had decided that the counsel for the Petitioners should proceed with their 
case. 

George Archer, Esq., was then caUed in ; and having been sworn, was Exammed 
by Mr. Wrangham, as follows : 

51 . Mr. Archer, do you produce the affidavit of registry of Michael Brougham ? 

[The Affidavit was then fut in, and read, as follows .■] 

Oath of Householder. 

I, Michael Brougham, of No. 99, Townsend-sireet, in the city of f 

chandler, do swear, that I amaiul have been ^ 9 *' in ihe 
and actual occupation of the house and premises suuale at No. 99, » 

said city, and the said. premises are homjide of the clear value of no . .. '2 now 

that not more than one half year’s grand juiy or mniucipal cesses, ra s 
due or payable by me in respect of said premises, or any part thereo . 

Sworn before me this 6ih day of May 1835, 

at Green-street. . cc » 

Connay E. Eohhs, Deputy Cnairmaa of Sessions. 

703 * ® 4 
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Certificate of Entry. 

Cl f ]■) W is to certify that Michael Brougham, of No. 09, Townsend-sfreet 

Oily ot u regisiereci before me as a voter for this 

city, in right of his house and premises, situate at No. 99, Townsend-sireet. 

Dated this 6th day of May 1835, at Green-street. 

Cona:ay E. Dobbs. Deputy Chairman of Sessions. 
George Magrath, Deputy Clerk of the l*eace. 

Certificate, No. 311. 

Iifr. Wrangham stated that he objected to the voter, on the ground of 
the word “ yearly,” being omitted in the affidavit. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Austin. 

52. Mr. Archer, do yon produce that affidavit ? — Yes. 

53. Where did you get this ? — From thefile. 

54. Do you produce the objection paper; the notice of objection that was sent 
up to the assessor ? — It has not yet arrived. 

55. Tliat is not here, is it? — No. 

56. However, the voter being admitted to poll, the objection, whatever it was, 
w'as overruled; that would have been the cause, would it not? — ^Yes. 

57. Wlio was the assessor? — ^Mr. George. 

58. Is he a barrister ? — He is. 

59. Have you had the custody of these affidavits ever since I keep these 
affidavits from the moment of registry. 

60. Have any persons had access to them since? — Yes. 

61. Wlio? — The parties on both sides. 

62. What are the names of the agents ? — Some gentleman, I think, on the part 
of Mr. Woodlock, the sitting Member’s agent. 

f>3. Who on the part of the Petitioners ? — A Mr. Yates and a Mr. Walker, and 
some other gentleman, whose name I do not know^ 

64. They had access to these affidavits, had they?— Yes. 

65. Were you present when they had access to those affidavits ? — I w'as. 

66. Upon all occasions ? — Yes. 

67. Was there any gentleman besides the agent who had access to those 
affidavits ? — No. 

68. Y on never saw Mr. West examining the affidavits ? — ^Yes, I think I have ; 
I recollect Mr. West, upon one occasion, examining the affidavits. 

69. How long -was he examining them, do you know ? — I cannot say. 

70. Was that with Mr. Maguire ? — I think he was there. 

71. Mr. Maguire is his agent, is he not?-^Yes. 

72. Were they occupied during the morning in examining them?— For some 
time they were. 

73. Were they in the room alone examining the affidavits ? — No. 

74. Who was there ? — I was there. 

7.5. Were you there all the time?— Yes. 

76. How long did the examination take? — I cannot say whether an hour 
or more. 

77. I suppose they were strapped up in the way you have got them there, 
vrere they not ? — They were ; I afforded the same accommodation to the one as 
I did to the other. 

Re-examined by Mr. Wra)igha 7 n. 

78. I believe the accommodation you afforded to either side for looking at the 
affidavits was under The Speaker’s warrant, was it not? — It w'as. 

79. Mr. Austin.] Mr. Archer, do you preserve the notices of registry? — I do. 

80. Tlie notices of registry ; the notices of application to register ? — No, 
not them. 

81. You have not those notices here, have you? — No. 

Mr. Austin suggested that it would be better to argue the point upon 
the defectiveness of the affidavit first, reserving to him the right to argue 
the point as to whether that question could be gone into at all, in the 
first place, and in the next, if it could, whetlier it w'ould affect the right 
of the voter. 

Mr. Keaiinge agreed to the suggestion, and was then heard to argue 
the question wdiether the omission of the word ” yearly, ”'in the affidavit 

with 
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with, respect to the value did not vitiate the affidavit. In the course of 
his argument he referred to the oath in the Irish Reform Act, and to the 
19th and 20th sections of the Act. He also referred to the 8 th of Henry 
the Sixth, chap. 7 ; the 10th of Henry the Seventh, chap. 22 ; the 2d of 
George the First, chap. 19 ; the 19th of George the Second, chap. 11 ; 
the 21st of George the Second, chap. 10 ; the 15th and 16th of George 
the Third, chap. 16, sect. 8 , and the 25th of George the Third, chap. 52, 
as showing that the question of “yearly” value had always been a 
material point ; and he contended that he was entitled to treat it as a 
fraudulent or wilful omission. He also referred to the first Longford case 
after the passing of the Reform Act, and to the 20th and the 13th sections 
of the Reform Act. He stated that the cases were collected in pages 
202, 203, 204, 205 and 206 of Mr. Hudson’s book with respect to sub- 
stantial and formal objections. In one of those cases it had been decided 
that the mere omission of the name of the townland in the affidavit was 
sufficient to put the party in the same situation as if he had made no 
affidavit at aU. He referred to the case of Davison against Gill, first East, 
page 64, where it had been decided by Lord Kenyon that if what was 
alleged to be formal matter turned out to be matter of substance, it was 
necessary to be specified, and he contended that the present case was 
analogous to that. 

Mr. Austin was then heard in answer, and he contended that the party 
had in a previous stage established the fact that he was in possession of 
a house of the yearly value of 10 Z. In the first place, he sends in a notice 
that he claims in respect of premises of the yearly value of lOZ. ; in the 
next place, he swears before the assisting-barrister that he is entitled in 
respect of the possession of a house of the yearly value of 10 Z. ; and then 
afterwards he swears at the poU that his qualification still continues. 
He then referred to the 20th section of the Reform Act. 

The Chairman stated that it was the unanimous opinion of the Com- 
mittee that Mr. Austin need not argue the question further. 

The Committee then came to the following resolution : 

“ That the Committee are of opinion that the objection to the vote of 
Michael Brougham cannot be allowed.” 

Mr. Keatinge then stated that he would abandon the objection con- 
tained in Class 2, and he applied to the Committee for an adjournment, 
in consequence of the non-arrival of certain documents, which prevented 
liis going into the paving and lighting question, but he undertook that, if 
they did not arrive this evening, they would be prepared to argue the 
question with respect to the freemen to-morrow. 

[The Committee then adjourned till To-morrow morning, at Eleven o’clock. 



Sabbati, 17® die Martii, 1838. 
LORD SEYMOUR, in the Chair. 



The names of the Members were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Wrangham was heard to argue, that the votes of certain freemen 
which were tendered at the election and rejected, ought to have been 
accepted. 

Mr. Austin suggested, it would he better to put forward some vote on 
which to argue the objection. 

Mr. Wmngham proposed to put forward the tender of the vote of 
Wilham Hare Maunsel, who had tendered his vote on his franchise as a 
freeman for Messrs. West and Hamilton, objected to and rejected by the 
assessor on tbe ground that he was qot registered six months previous to 
the teste of the writ. „ 
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George Archer, Esq., was called in ; and having being sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Wrangham, as follows : 

82. DO you produce the affidavit of registry of William Hare Maunsel?— I 
hold it in my hand. 

83. What is the date of it ? — The 3d of March 1837. 

84. Is it that he is a freeman of the said city ? — It is so. 

85. Is that the certificate of registry of this man, William Hare Maunsel?— 
It is. 

86. He voted, not from the affidavit, but from the certificate ? — Yes. 

[The Affidavit and Certificate were put in, and read as follows ;] 

Freeman or Corporate Officer. 

Oath to be taken by a resident Freeman, pursuant to 2 & 3 Will. IV. c. 88. 

At a session for the purpose of registering the names of persons entitled to vote at elec- 
tions within an Act passed in the second and third year of his present Majesty’s reign 
intituled, “ An Act to amend the Representation of the People of Ireland,” holdeo at 
Dublin, in and for the county of the city of Dublin, on the 6th day of February in the year 
of our Lord 1837, by before the deputy chairman of sessions of the county of Dublin 
appointed for this purpose, I, William Hare Maunsel, of 23, Glare-street, in the city of 
Dublin, gentleman, do swear, that I am a freeman of the said city, having a right to vote at 
elections for the said city of Dublin, and that 1 am, and for the last six months have been a 
resident within the saitf city of Dublin, or within seven statute miles of the usual place of 
election in the said city. So help roe Gon. 

William Hare Maunsel. 

Sworn and subscribed before me, in open 
court, this 3d day of March 1837, 

Conwap Dobbs, Deputy of the Chairman of Sessions. 



Entry of Certificate of Registry. 

County of the IThis is to certify. That William Hare Maunsel], of 23, Glare-street, in 
City of Dublin./ this city, gentleman, was this day duly registered before me as a voter 
for this city, in right of his being a resident freeman. 

Dated this 3d day of March 18^37, at Green-street, in this city, 

Conway E. Dobbs, Deputy of the Chairman of Sessions. 
George Magratk, Deputy Clerk of the Peace. 

Certificate, No. 182. 

Certificate of Registry. 

Freeman. 

City oflTnis is to certify. That William Hare Maunsel, of 23, Clare-street, in this city, 
Dublin./ gentleman, was this day duly registered before me as a voter for this city, in 
right of his being a resident freeman. 

Dated this 3d day of March 1837, Green-street, in this city. 

Conway E. Dobbs, Deputy of the Chairman of Sessions. 
George Magrath, Deputy Clerk of the Peace. 

Certificate, No. 182. ^ 

87. You see that is signed Archer and Long, town clerks?— I do. 

88. Is the memorandum or certificate of registry? — • — 

Mr. Austin objected, on the ground of its being evidence, to open tlie 
registry. 

8g. Is that parchment a certificate or memorandum of the right in which the 
voter was admitted as a freeman ? 

Mr. Austin objected, on the gromid that they could not go into the 
title of an Irish voter beyond the affidavit or certificate, and this evidence 
was, in fact, opening the registry. 

Mr. Wrangham, in answer, contended, that he was not opening the 
registry. 

Mr. A2cstin was heard in reply, and referred to section 54 of the 
Reform Act. 

The room was ordered to be cleared. 

The 
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The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed that the Com- 
mittee had decided that the document should not be admitted. 

Mr. Archer was again called in ; and Examined by Mr. Wrangham, as follows : 

90. Pray, amongst the various classes of freemen existing in the city of Dublin, 

can you tell the Committee whether there are any freemen by statute ? 

Mr. Hutton objected to this question, on the ground that the question 
was in substance the same as the former. 

Mr. Wrangham was heard in answer. 

The Committee decided that the question could be asked. 

91. Mr. Wrangham!] Now, can you tell me whether, among the freemen of 
Dublin, there is any class of freemen by statute ? — No, there are not. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Austin. 

92. Are there not freemen by grace especial ?— Yes. 

93. What sorts ? — Freemen by grace especial? 

94. Yes ? — I hardly know how to distinguish them. 

95. £ think you gave evidence before the Fictitious Votes Committee, did you 
not ? — I did. 

96. You told the Committee upon that occasion, that the corporation of 
Dublin acknowledged no rights ? — I did. 

97. Did you not upon that occasion tell the Committee, that the corporation 
was absolutely invested with the power of making freemen and rejecting free- 
men ? — Yes. 

98. Do you adhere to that evidence ? — I do. 

09. Then I understand you to say, that these persons whom you called free- 
men by birth, marriage and servitude, are persons who znight be rejected by the 
corporation of Dublm ; is that so?— The corporation of Dublin exercise a dis- 
cretionary power. 

100. Do I understand you to say you still maintain the opinion that the 
corporation of Dublin may exclude those freemen, whom you call freemen by 
birth, marriage and servitude, if they please? — I do. 

101. Do you abide by the evidence you formerly gave ; is it matter of fact 
that the corporation of Dublin may exclude these freemen ? — ^Yes. 

102. Is it not the fact, according to your evidence, that the corporation of 
Dublin have an absolute discretion as to the rejection or admission of freemen ? 
— I think they have. 

103. All sorts of claimants ? — Yes. 

104. Is it not true that, before tlie Reform Act passed, there was no such claim 
admitted by the corporation as by marriage? — Yes, it was admitted. 

105. To the freemen of the corporation at large, was it ? — By grace especial. 

106. Was there any such right acknowledged by the corporation at large, as 
the right of admission to freedom of the city at large, by marri^e ? — The right 
by marriage did not, prior to the Reform Bill, constitute a distinct claim in 
itself ; but the right of by marriage, prior to the Reform Bill, was always 
recognized by the corporation under the class of grace especial. 

107. Then I xmderstand you to say, that, among the various objects which were 
admitted by the corporation as being a foundation for admission, this of marriage 
was one? — Yes. 

108. Loyalty to the King was one, was it not ? — Yes. 

109. For all sorts of services ? — Yes. 

110. And all persons of that description were admitted by grace especial? — 
Yes, it was under that head. 

111. Might they not have admitted a gentleman who had distinguished him self 
at the Irish bar ? — Yes. 

• 1 2. And they admitted the claimants by marriage on the same footing and in 
the same class, did they? — Yes. 

1 13 ' Now, I will ask you whether or not these claimants in respect of marriage 
703. c 2 have 
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have not been admitted in their present form since the Reform Bill passed 
Under that distinct head they have. 

1 14. Was not that done for the purpose, in making them voters for the city? 
— I think it was done, inasmuch as marriage, though coming under the head of 
grace especial , always formed that foundation of claim uniformly recognized as 
such even before but after the Reform BiU, then the admission was under the 
distinct head of marriage. 

115. What I say is this, was not this alteration made for the purpose of 
enabling persons to be admitted in respect of marriage to vote under the Reform 
Act ? — ^No doubt. 

1 1 6. Have you the slightest doubt that was the intention of the corporation in 
doing it ? — Not the least. 

117. Can you tell how many freemen there are who are entitled to vote for 
the city of Dublin? — No, I cannot. 

118. Something under two thousand ? — More than that. 

119. How much; two thousand five hundred ? — More than that. 

120. Do not the immense majority of the freemen of Dublin all vote in one 
interest ? — 

Mr. Wrangham, objected to the course of examination. 

The Committee decided that this course of examination could not be 
pursued. 

121. Mr. Austin.} What do you mean by the right of marriage? — Being 
married to the daughter of a freeman. 

122. Or the grand-daughter, I suppose? — Yes. 

123. Do you admit persons in respect of marriage who make out their right 
through the female line? — No. 

1 24. Do you admit them in respect of birth tlirough the female line ? — I think 
I have heard of it once ; but it was a great many years ago. 

125. Do you admit them now? — No, except by marriage. 

1 26. Do you admit them by birth through the female line ; the sons of free- 
men’s daughters ? — I think not; I think there have been in some few cases. 

1 27. Have they not been repeatedly admitted in that way ? — I think not. 

128. Have not the admissions through the female line been aU recent ad- 
missions ? — Yes. 

129. All since the Reform Act ? — Yes. 

130. Was there any instance before the Reform Act of persons being admitted 
by birth who claimed only through the female line ; a person who was the son of 
a freeman’s daughter ; have not many persons of that sort been admitted since 
the Reform Bill ? — I do not remember it. 

131. Was such a title as that ever acted upon before the Reform Act ? — Not 
that I know of. 

132. Do not you know it was not? — I think not. 

^ 33 - You are well acquainted with the practice of the corporation, are you 
not? — I came in in 1830 . 

134. You had been connected with the corporation before that, had you not? 
— Yes. 

^ 35 - You have had along knowledge of the affairs of the corporation, I believe? 
— ^Not of the affairs as regards the freemen, I know the other affairs ; affairs of 
the corporation. 

136. What is the whole number of freemen now ? — I cannot tell. 

137- Cannot you give some notion?— I have no mode of ascertaining; we 
keep our roll. 

138. How many are there on the roll? — There are several books. 

139. How many have been admitted since the Reform Act ; eight hundred?— 
I should think there had been. 

140. Has there not been a thousand admitted since the Reform Act? — I think 
there is a return in this book that would nearly show it. 

141 . It is about a thousand, is it not ?— I should tfimlf so. 

142. They have been admitted since 1832 , have they not ? — Yes. 

Re-exarmned by Mr. Wrangham. 

143 - I think I understood you to say, you do not know of any instance such' 
as that suggested to you, of the son of a freeman’s daughter being admitted 

either 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




COMMITTEE ofi the DUBLIN (CITY) ELECTION PETITION. 21 

either before or subsequent to the Reform Bill?— I cannot charge my recoUection G. Archer,^.\ 

^^^44. You say in your opinion the corporation, your employers, have a power ^7 March 1836. 

of rejecting a claim made by birth, servitude or marriage ; I understood you to 

sav that it is your opinion that your employers, the corporation, have the power 

of^rejecting a claim to admission to the freedom founded upon birth or service 

or marriage ; they have a power of rejecting ? —They exercise a discretionary 

power. 

145, Did you ever know an instance of their exercising a discretionary power 
of admitting a man by birth, servitude or marriage, who h^ad not been the son of 
a freeman, or the apprentice to a freeman, or the husband of a freeman’s daughter? 

—No, I think not. 

Mr. Wrangkam was heard to argue that the vote of William Hare 
Maunsel, which had been tendered at the last election, as a freeman of the 
city of Dublin, and had been rejected on the ground that he had not 
been registered six months previous to the teste of the writ, ought to have 
been received. He stated the different classes of freemen, and that pre- 
vious to the Reform Act there had been no registration of the freemen. 

He then referred to the Acts of the 1st of George the 2d, chap. 29, sec. 8, 
and to the 35th of George the 3d, chap. 29, showing the time at which 
freemen were entitled to vote after they had become free. He then 
referred to Sir Henry Parnell’s Act, the 4th of George the 4th, chap. 

55, and to the 3d of George the 3d, chap. 15. He then referred to the 
Reform Act, 2d and 3d of William the 4th, chap. 38, and read the 7th 
section ; he also read the 9th section, and he contended that, under the 
words of the 9th section, the right of freemen by birth, service or marriage 
to vote immediately was clear, because that section reserved all the 
existing rights with the exception only that the freemen must be regis- 
tered, and that they must be freemen created before the 30th of March 
1830. He then referred to the 29th section, and contended that the 
words of the 29th section could not be taken to destroy the words of the 
9th section. He submitted upon the words of the two sections that point 
was clear ; but if a doubt existed about it, that doubt must be in favour 
of the franchise. He argued that one rule of construing statutes was to 
construe them so that if there were an apparent difference between any of 
the sections both those sections might stand if possible. Another rule of 
construction was, that affirmative words in a statute do not take away the. 
common law nor former custom nor a former statute. He contended 
that the words of the 29th section were affirmative, and could not be con- 
sidered to take away a right which had existed previous to the passing of 
the Act. He argued that the test of whether the two sections could 
or could not stand together would be to transpose them, and put 
the 29th section before the 9th, the effect of which would be still 
to preserve the existing rights. In the 9th section there were no words 
which limited the period of six months after registration to be the right of 
voting. If the words of the 29th section were to control the 9th section, 
then there was no use in introducing the 9th section, because the words of 
the 5th section would have been sufficient, vuth the addition of the words 
as to the r^idence at the time of voting. He then read the 5th section. 

He referred to the 55th section, as showing that all laws and customs were 
to stand as they were, except such as were actually repealed. He then 
referred to page 142 of Mr. Hudson’s book, which, he submitted, treated 
the right of freemen by service to vote immediately after registration as 
beyond all doubt, because there the only doubt was whether hononary 
freemen were in that position ; and he contended that if the other side 
should rely upon the words, “ after such registration as by this Act 
directed,” as meaning not immediately, but six montlis after, that con- 
struction was done away with by the 9th section, which reserved ffil 
rights as they previously existed. He then contended, that, as the certi- 
ficate of registration was conclusive, the question as to what sort of freeman 
the voter w^, was done away with, because it would then become a register 
question, and the register could not be opened. He then read the preamble 
of the Act, and contended, in construing a statute, it was essential to k^p 
703, c 3 
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17 March 1838. that in view. He contended, that, although the right of those freemen ttf 

vote had not been brought forward before, yet that could not affect the 

question, because parties might be ignorant of their rights. 

Mr. Austin was then heard to argue that the vote was properly rejected! 
He stated that the facts which had come out from the evidence of 
Mr. Archer had materially altered the case, because that evidence had, 
proved that there was no such thing as an incohate right ; the corporation 
claimed an absolute power of rejection, and admitted of no right to the 
freedom of the city. He then contended that the reservation in the 
Reform Act was only of incohate rights ; that these parties had no 
incohate rights ; that they could not have applied to the Court of Queen’s 
Bench for a mandamus to compel the corporation to admit them. He 
then referred to the 9th section of the Act, and contended that under the 
9th section the party would not be entitled to vote within six months of 
the time of registration. He contended, that although they would be 
entitled to vote immediately on the date of the certificate, yet that was 
in consequence of the anterior right of voting, and no honorary freeman, 
whose title was less than six months’ old, would be qualified to vote. He 
then referred to the 1st of George the 2d, chapter 29, in support of 
that proposition, and contended in this case it was only five months. 
He then argued, that even supposing there were persons entitled, yet no 
man could now, under the Irish Reform Act, vote for any city or borough 
in Ireland, unless he had been registered six months before the teste of 
the writ, nor after he had been registered more than eight years. He 
stated that, previous to the Reform Act, a certain interval had always 
been required between the commencement of the freedom and the 
time of voting ; the object of the Reform Bill had been to make 
all those Acts uniform and universal. He contended that the sections 
of the Reform Act were all classified ; one portion going to the qualifica- 
tion, another to the registration, and so on ; and, taken in tliat way, the 
sections were not incompatible with each other. He tlien argued, that 
even supposing the sections were transposed, and No. 29 put before 
No. 9, it would not produce the effect contended for by the other side, 
because the whole scope and purview of the Act is the criterion to judge 
by. He then referred to the 10th of George the 4th, chap. 8, sec. 24. 
which be said was exactly the same as section 29 in the Reform Act, 
He then contended that section 29 overrode the other clauses, and that 
it appbed to all the qualifying clauses ; that there was nothing in sect- 
tion 9 which should have been excepted from section 29. He then read 
section 9, and contended that the words “ such right of voting” only 
applied to persons who had complied with all the forms, and one was 
that they must have been registered six months ; because in all the sec- 
tions the words are, “ after such registration.” He then contended that 
section 9 was necessary, and that section 5 would not have been 
sufficient without it, because section 13 would have abrogated all the 
previous sections. He then read section 13. He then referred to sec- 
tion 3, as containing stronger words for the reservation of existing rights 
than section 9, because beneficed clergymen are entitled to vote imme- 
diately; section 3 applied to them, and their rights are not to be affected, 
but he contended that no beneficed clergyman was entitled to vote 
without being registered. He then referred to sections 6, 29 and 31. 
He then referred, to section 54, and contended, that, if the Legislature had 
meant any provision to he made for voting immediately, it would have 
bad it specified in the affidavit whether he was a freeman by birth, marriage 
or servitude, hut the form of the affidavit was given without that. He 
then contended, that, if there were a class of freemen who were not 
entitled to vote unless they had been six months registered, the assessor 
would have no means of knowing under what title a freeman voted, 
whether by birth, ^rriage or servitude, or whether it was honorary, 
because it was not inserted in the affidavit. It was clear the Legislature 
did not mean these parties to be discriminated, because it had said the 
returning officer is guilty of a misdemeanor if he does so. He then 
referred to the Youghall case in 1835 as a csise in pobit. 

, Mr- 
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Mr. Wrangham was then heard in reply, in order to show that the 17 March 1838. 

Youghall case would not affect this question ; and he contended, that, as 

there had been two decisions upon that point in the Youghall case in 
contradiction to each other, the one after a full argument, and the other 
upon a re-argument with only one counsel on each side, it vras not a 
case that ought to affect the present question. 

The Committee-room was ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed that the Com- 
mittee had come to the decision, “ That the vote of William Hare 
Maunsel should not be placed upon the poll.” 

Mr. Austin asked Mr.Keatinge whether that would not decide the whole 
of that class. 

Mr. Keatinge said it would, unless it should be found afterwards there 
was some exception, 

[The Committee adjourned till Monday morning, at Eleven o’clock. 



Luna, 19“ die Ma7'tii, 1838. 



LORD SEYMOUR in the Chair. 



The names of the Members were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Keatinge stated that he should proceed with Class, No. 5, the non-pay- 
ment of the paving and lighting tax. 



ON THE VOTE OF THOMAS CASSIDY, No. 242. 



George Archer, Esq., was then called ; and having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Wrangham, as foUows ; 

146. Mr. Archer, is that the affidavit of registry of Thomas Cassidy? — 
Yes, of Blackhall-road, in the city of Dublin. 

147. WiU you look at the back of it?— He appears to have polled upon it ; 
there appears to be an indorsement, 5th August 1837. 

148. He voted on that day, did he? — Yes. 

On reference to the poll, it was discovered that Thomas Cassidy had 
voted for Messrs. Hamilton and West ; Mr. Wrayigham therefore with- 
drew the objection to that vote. 



Geo. Archer, Esq. 
ig March 1838. 



ON THE VOTE OF JOSEPH ORMSBY ; 

Registered as woolstapler, No. 77, Francis-street, in the city of Dublin. 

\The Affidavit of Joseph Ormsby was put in, and read, as follows 

Householder,'! Oath to be taken by Hooseholdbrs registering as Voters in a City, 
City. J pursuant to 2 & 3 W. 4, c- 88. 

At a session for the purpose of registering the names of persons entitled to vote at 
elections, within an Act passed in the 2d & Sd years of his present Majesty s reign, 
intituled, “ An Act to amend the Representation of the People of Ireland, holtlen at 
Dublin, in and for the county of the city of Dublin, on the 1st day of November, m the 
year of our Lord 1832, by and before the deputy of the chairman of sessions ot the 
county of Dublin appointed for that purpose ; 

I, Joseph Ormsby, woolstapler, of No. 77, Francis-street, in the city of Dublin, do 
swear, that I am and have been for six calendar months last past m jmssession and 
actual occupation of the shop and other apartments, situate at No. 77, Francis-str eet, 
parish of St. Nicholas Without, in the said city.'and that the said premises are bonujide ot 
the clear yearly value of not less than lOZ., and that not more than one halt years 
grand jui'y or municipal cesses, rates or taxes are now due or payable by me, m respect 
to the said premises or any part thereof. So help me God. 

Sworn and subscribed before me, in open Joseph Ormsht/. 

court, this 1st Nov. 1832, 

Corjis, Lyne, Deputy of the Chairman of Sessions. Entry 
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19 March 1838. 



John Ri7^, Esq. 



Entry of Certificate of Registry. 

City of 1 This is to certify, That Joseph Ormsby, woolstapler, of No. 77, Francis-street in 
Dublin./ this city, was this day duly registered before me as a voter for this city, in right of 
his shop and other apartments, situate at No. 77, Francis-street, parish of St. Nicho- 
las Without, county of the city of Dublin. 

Dated this 1st day of November 1832, at the Rotunda. 

Corns. I/ynt, Deputy of the Chairman of Sessions. 
W. Reid, Dep. Clerk of the Peace. 

Certificate, No. 109. 



John Riley, Esq., was then called ; and having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Keaiinge, as follows : 



149. DO you hold any office or appointment in the Dublin Paving Board?— 
I am secretary to that board. 

150. How long have you held the office?—! have held the office of secretary 
since 1827; since February 1827. 

151. How many principal officers are there employed in the Paving Board 
under the commissioners ? — I think those that are appointed^ by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to he the superior officers. 

152. Who are they? — The secretary and two supervisors of works, and the 
treasurer. 

153. Is there any office of inspector to the establishment? — None appointed 
by the Act of Parliament. 

154. Is there any office of inspector to the establishment? — There is an officer 
called an inspector, who belongs to the department of the treasury. 

155. No matter what department he belongs to, there is an office of inspector, 
is there not ? — Y es. 

156. Who is the person who now fills the office? — Mr. William Maguire. 

157. How long has he filled it ? — Since 1826, I think ; he had been previously 
a collector. 

158. How many collectors are employed in the establishment? — Eight. 

159. Have you brought with you the books of the Paving Board? — have 
brought such of them as were specified in the warrant of The Speaker, and that 
appertained to my office. 

160. You merely brought those that appertained to your office, did you?— 
Merely those. 

161. Are you aware that other books have come over from the Paving Board 
for the use of the commissioners ? — I am. 



162. Why did you not bring them? — I considered the warrant of The Speaker 
was served p,pon the commissioners by the agent of the Petitioners, and-I received 
the orders of the commissioners to bring such documents, papers and books as 
appertained to my department. 

1 63 • Are you aware of applications made to the commissioners to send by you, 
in order to save expense, any other books that were required — Not to me 
exclusively. 

164. Are you aware of an application on the part of the petitioning Members 
to the commissioners of the Paving Board to send over by you the books required, 
which were not belonging exclusively to your office ?— By me, or to the inspector ? 

165. The application was to send them by you or by the inspector ? — Yes ; in 
consequence of the indisposition of the treasurer, who is named in the warrant of 
The Speaker. 

166. The books to which I allude have not been brought by either you or the 
inspector, have they?— I am not aware of the particular books you allude to; if 
you mean hooks appertaining to the treasurer’s office, they have not been 
brought by me. 

167. Do riot you know that books have been sent by the Paving Board for the 
pu^ose of this inquiry which were not sent either by you or by the inspector ? 
—I know that Mr. Dfflon brought some books. 

168. Who is Mr. Dillon? — He is a clerk in the treasurer’s department, and 

was delegated by the treasurer to bring those books in consequence of the trea- 
surer s indisposition. ^ 

prevent your bringing them or the inspector? 
— Nothmg hut the quantity I have to bring myself. 

170. Did the quantity prevent you ? — No. 
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171. How did you bring that large box ? — It was given to an agent in Dublin 
to transmit it to London. 

172. How was Mr. Dillon’s box brought?— In the same manner. 

1 73. tV'hen did your box arrive r — My box arrived on Saturday. 

174. When did you arrive yourself?— I arrived on Thursday morning I beg 
to observe my box was put into tlic hands of the agent before I departed from 
Dublin ; it was put into his hands on Sunday, who gave me an assurance it 
would arrive in London on Tuesday evening. 

17/;. Unfortunately he did not keep his word, did her — No. 

176. Who are the present commissioners of the Paving Board? — Alderman 
Smyth, Colonel Morris and Mr. Hickman Kearney. 

177. Committee.'] Did the Dublin agent tell 5mu that the books you delivered 
at the of&ce would arrive in London on the Tuesday following ? — Yes. 

178. Mr. Keatingc.] Mr. Riley, how long have Alderman Smyth, Colonel 
Morris and Mr. Hickman Kearney acted as commissioners ? — Alderman Smyth 
since the latter part of the year 1825, Colonel Morris and Mr. Kearney in 
November 1827. 

1 79. In what part of Dublin is the Paving Board-office kept ? — In Mary-street. 

1 80. Have the commissioners, according to the course of their office, any 
fixed time of meeting ?— Every day of business ; I mean every day except 
Sunday. 

181. Do the three generally attend ? —They generally attend, except on occa- 
sion of the absence of some one of them. 

182. Are there any books kept in the office, containing the proceedings of 
the boai'd ? — Yes, the minute books contain the proceedings of the board. 

183. Have you got the minute books of 1835, 1836 and 1837 in the room? 
—The minute books I was required to bring by the warrant were those of 1836 
and 1837. 

184. Will you look them out? — That box contains them. 

185. Is there nothing else in that box? — One small book only. 

1 86. Where are the minute books usually kept ? — ^They are kept in presses 
provided for the purpose in the board-room. 

' 187. Are any books usually kept in the office ? — ^They are books subsidiary 
kept, but not the minute hooks. 

188. What are the books you call subsidiary books? — Letter books, diaries 
and summons books, but the proceedings of the boai’d under the Act of Parlia- 
ment are kept in a special box by themselves. 

189. There are books called tax -ledgers, are there not ? — Yes, they belong to 
the treasurer’s department. 

1 90. Have you any books containing the assessment of the city of Dublin 
for the vears 1836 and 1837? — I have, 

191. Produce them ? — 

[The Assessment Book of 1836 was produced.] 

192. What do you call the hook in which the assessment is contained ? — The 
minute book, containing tbe proceedings of the board. 

193. Is that document appearing iuthe minute book signed by any person? — 
It appears to be signed by the three commissioners. 

194. Is there any seal affixed ? — There is. 

195. Is that a seal of the commissioners ? — It is. 

196. Did you see it signed, sealed and delivered — Yes. 

197. You are the subscribing witness, are you not? — I am. 

198. Have you brought with you any of the returns of the ministers money? 
—They appertain to the treasurer’s department. 

199. What is the date of that? — It was executed on the 26th of Januaiy 
1836. 

200. Now, will you turn to the assessment of 1837 ? — 



\Tke Assessment was produced.] 

^ 201 . Is that the assessment of 1837 ? — ^Yes. 

’ 202. Is that signed by the three commissioners ? — It is. 

203. In your presence ? — Yes. 

204. And sealed? — Yes. 

205. Just in the same way as the other, is it not? — Yes. 
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206. What is the date of that? — This was executed on the 2 d of Februarv 
1837 . 

Cross-exanained by Mr. Hutton. 

207. Have you a copy of The Speaker’s warrant ?— I have. 

268. Will you let me see it? — Yes. 

{The Warrant vcas put in, and read, as follows .*] 

(Copy.) 

Whereas, by an order of the House of Commons, the matter of the petition of Edward 
Cottingham and others, electors, complaining of an undue election and return for the city 
of Dublin, is appointed to be taken into consideration by the said House upon Tuesday the 
13th day of March instant, at half-past three of the clock in the afternoon. 

These are therefore to require you, the commissioners or corpomtion fo^the paving, 
lighting and cleansing of the city of Dublin, the secretary, treasurer, inspector, superviwr 
to tlie said commissioners, or the other officers or persons having the power, custody or 
possession of the same, to bring in your custody all and every the original documents, 
warrants and paper writings under and by which said commissioners or coiporation act, 
also the original books of proceedings of said commissioners or corporation, in any manner 
relating to the paving, cleansing and lighting tax for the yeai's 1836 and 1837, also the 
noinute books of the said corporation for the said years, also the ledger and books of the 
rates imposed and levied by said commissioners or corporation upon the householders and 
inhabitants of said city of Dublin in the said years 1836 and 1837, also the original 
assessments made by said commissioners or corporation for the years 1836 and 1837, 
also the original boolcs of parochial collection of such assessments made for the said 
years 1836 and 1837, also the returns of ministers’ money made pursuant to Act of 
iParliament by the different parishes in said city of Dublin to said commissioners 
or corporation, also the returns of arrears and of tax collected made to said commis- 
sioners by the collectors appointed by them, and all blocks or checks of receipts given 
for the said tax within the said years 1836 and 1837; and tlierewith to be and appear 
at the bar of the House of Commons upon the 13th day of March instant, as aforesaid, 
to receive and obey such further order as the said House or the Select Committee then 
to be appointed to try the matter of the said petition shall make concerning the same ; 
as you will answer the contiury at your peril. 

Given under my hand the 2d day of Maivh 1838, 

(signed) Ja* Abercromby, Speaker. 

209. This warrant requires the production of all and every the original docu- 
ments, warrants and paper writings, by which the said commissioners or corpo- 
ration act ; also the original boolss of proceedings, &c. ; have you brought the 
appointment of the commissioners by the Lord lieutenant in obedience to this 
warrant ? — I have. 

210. Will you produce it ? — 

{It was produced."] 

211. Is this the appointment under which the commissioners act ? — Yes. 

{The Lord Lieutenant's Appointment was put in, and read, as follows .•] 

By the Lord-Lieutenant General and General Governor of Ireland. 

Mulgrave. 

In pursuance of an Act of Parliament passed in the 47th year of George the Third, 
intituled, “ An Act for the more effectual Improvement of the City of Dublin and Environs 
thereof,” we do hereby nominate and appoint Richard Smyth, esq., Colonel George Morris 
and Hickman Kearney, esq., to be commissioners for managing the paving, cleansing and 
lighting the streets, &c. of Dublin, as directed by the said recited Act, and for executing 
all such powers and authorities as by the said Act directed and required to be executed by 
such commissioners ; and we do further, in pursuance of the powers by the said Act given, 
hereby direct that the said Richard Smyth be paid a salary of 600^. as a first or senior com- 
missioner aforesaid ; and to the said Colonel (aeoi^e Morris and Hickman Kearney, a salary 
of 500 Z. each, the said salaries to be paid out of the funds by said Act arising, according 
to the provisions thereof. 

Given at Her Majesty’s Castle of Dublin, this 23d day of October 1837. 

By his Excellency’s command, 

Morpeth. 

212. I observe this document is under the hand and seal of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, and it bears date the 23 d of October 183 . 7 ; are you aware of any previous 
appointment under which the commissioners acted ? — There was a previous 
appointment under a former reign. 

213 - Have you that appointment here ? — No, the appointment under which 
the co mmi ssioners now act I conceive was that which I was required to produce. 

214. Then 
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214 Then you have not the warrant under the authority of which the com- 
missioners acted when they assessed the taxes of 1836 and 1837? — No, I con- 
ceived the warrant was limited to the order under which they now act, and I did 
not bring any other. 

215. Are you aware at what period the last preceding appointment was exe- 
cuted by the Lord Lieutenant? — The last preceding appointment was dated the 
19th November 1835. 

216. You have not that now in your possession, have you? — No. 

217. Did you discharge for any time the duties of treasurer? — I did, for a 
considerable number of years. 

218. What is the course of office in the treasurer’s department with respect 

to maldng-up the tax-ledgers ?— The tax-ledgers are made up from books 
previously prepared for the use of the collectors, as they are registered in the 
tax-ledgers. , . , 

219. Will you allow me to see that asessment of 1836 or 1837, which you 
have produced in evidence ? 

[It was shown to Mr. Hutton.'] 



John mUpf Eiqr 
19 March 1838, 



220. By this assessment I perceive the commissioners merely ascertain the 
per centage or proportion according to which the houses in Dublin are to be 
assessed for the year ? — ^They fix by tliat instrument the rate at which the houses 
liable to be assessed are to be charged. 

22] . That is, the rate in proportion to the yearly value of the houses as valued 
for minis ters’ money, or others under the Act ? — Precisely. 

222. This merely fixes the proportion? — The rate. 

223. It fixes the proportion or per centage ? — It fixes tlie sum to be charged 
according to each head of value at the time of the assessment of the house. 

224. It says so much in the pound for valuation ? — Yes. 

325. What is done after the commissioners have executed the instrument by 
which they fix tlie proportion, wliicli is the assessment to be charged for the pre- 
mises, or to be according to the yearly value of the premises ? — When that is 
done (the duty of the treasurer or inspector acting under him), he prepares the col* 
lectors’ books, fixing the applotment of the various houses liable to assessment. 

226. I understand you to say, after the inspector receives from the commis- 
sioners the assessment, he proceeds to apply the particular sums upon particular 
premises ? — Just so. 

227. To apply the proportion ascertained by the commissioners to the value 
of the house, as ascertained by the valuation? — Yes, by the valuation. 

228. Thus making out what specific sum is due by each person, and for each 
house ? — Yes. 

229. In what books are these sums first entered? — In the collectors’ books. 

230. What is the next proceeding after they are entered in the collectors’ 
books? — ^They are registered in the tax-ledgers. 

231. After they are registered in the tax-ledgers, what is the next step ? — They 
are given to the collector to proceed on his duty. 

232. Can you inform the Committee whether the taxes are collectable, according 
to the course of office, until thecoUectors’ books are re-delivered from the treasurer’s 
office to the collectors, the charge upon the whole city having been first ascer- 
tained ? — No ; it is the habit when a parish is completed and registered, then the 
book is given to the coEector to proceed in the collection of that parish, and he 
do^ not wait for the entire applotment of the whole town before he proceeds. 

233. Are you not aware that the charge upon the whole city is ascer^ned 
before the tax is put into collection? — No; when the tax upon each particular 
parish is ascertained, then the collectors are competent to go on. 

234. Has that always been the course of office ? — Yes; because the business 
of applotting and registering is exceedingly laborious, and it would be too long 
to defer the collection for so long a period ; so that when each parish is completed, 
the book is given to the collector to proceed upon Iik collection. 

2.35* The tax of each particular parish is not collectable until the applotm^t 
of the whole parish is ascertained ; that is the course of office, is it ? — It is not 
only the habit, but it is the regulation of the establishment. 

236. Now, supposing a tax-payer were to go to the Paving Board with his to 
in his hand, before the book of the parish to which he belonged was con^Iefed, 
and that he were to offer to pay tlie assessment, would the collector be autKOFized' 
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to receive it under the direction of the hoard ; under the existing course of office 
could the collector receive it ? — I conceive he could not receive it. 

237. According to the existing course of office, you think he could not do so ? 
— I conceive he could not do so, at least not without the authority of the board 
or his superior officer. 

238. Have you the books here, the tax-ledgers and the books in which these 
applotments of 1836 and 1837 appear?— No, they appertain to the treasurer’s 
department, who did not come with me, but they are here, I believe ; they are not 
in my custody, but they ai’e here, because tliey are in this box. 

239. Are you a-ware whether this tax is now receivable by half-yearly instal- 
ments or not? — It is collected in half-yearly instalments. 

240. After the applotment of the tax is completed, by the entry of these sumg 
in the tax-ledgers, and the re-delivery of the books to the collectors, is there 
any publication of them made after the applotment is completed ? — None, except 
the notice which is served by the collector upon each house ; according to the 
regulations of the establishment, each collector must serve a notice, announcing 
the amount of it. 

241. Tlien, exclusively of that notice, and in those cases where such notice is 
not served, there is no publication of the rate ? — None. 

242. Are you aware whether any collector of the paving- tax would be authorized 
to receive a part payment, supposing one concern ; for instance, if you take the 
Northumberland-market, and a certain sum were applotted upon the Northum- 
land-market, in which there are a number of various holdings, I want to know 
whether the collector would be authorized to receive a part payment ; I ask you 
whether the collector would be authorized to receive a proportionate part or any 
part of an assessment applotted upon any particular premises ? — There has been 
a regulation made ■witliin the last year, empowering the collector, in case of poverty 
or inability to pay the whole sum, to take a smaller proportion. 

243. Now, supposing there were 1 5 tenements in the Northumberland-market, 
and a certain sum were applotted by tlie commissioners upon the whole of the 
market, would the collector in that walk, supposing the market were applotted 
at 1 5 , and putting tlie plea of poverty out of the question, would he he autho- 
rized to receive 1/. from the holder of one of those tenements? — No, the 
premises having been valued as a whole, the proprietor would be bound to pay 
the whole, and the collector would not be w'airanted in taking a part on his own 
authority. 

/ 244. Are you avrai’e of the changes which have taken place in door numbers, 
and which constantly occur in houses in Dublin ; are you aware that the door 
numbers of the houses in the streets of Dublin are frequently changed ; do you 
know that of your own knowledge? — I can only know it officially, because com- 
munications have come to the board frequently upon that subject. 

245. Have you, for a long time, been employed in the treasurer’s department? 
— Yes. 

• 246. Then it was your duty to enter the applotments into the tax-ledgers ? — 
Yes, in the manner I have described. 

247. Was not the door number one of the particulars which you entered in 
the applotment? — Yes, I entered the street, and the door number, and the name 
of the inhabitant. 

248. Now, from your official knowledge, are you not aware that these door 
numbers, by which premises are described as being in certain streets of Dublin, 
are subject to frequent changes ? — I have often heard it remarked, and I am 
perfectly aware that a great irregularity has taken place, but I only know it 
officially, and not from any direct personal knowledge. 

Re-examined by Mr. Keatinge. 

249. You have stated that, according to the com’se of the office, the collector 
serves a notice, requiring the payment of each portion of the tax? — Yes, that is 
the practice of the office. 

250. According to his duty he ought to doit? — Yes. 

251. That notice he serves upon the inliabitants of the house or the occupiers? 

— Yes. . 

252. But the tax, you say, is collectable half-yearly ? — Yes, now it is. 

25$. That is a half-year in advance, is it not?— IPhe tax is for the current' 
year ; it is taken in two parts, the first terminating.in July, the next after July, 
between that and January. 

254. Are 
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254. Are there any particular days fixed for the collection ? — No. 

253. When does the first half-yearly collection become payable ? — On the 5th 
of January, provided the assessment is then made. 

256. But if the assessment be not made, then how soon after is the first pay- 
ment collectable ‘{’—Immediately afterwards, provided the preparatory steps are 
completed, such as the register or the tax-ledger. 

257. Now, when does the second half-yearly assessment become payable ? — 
Between the July following and the succeeding January. 

258. On what day? — Any day after the 5th of July. 

259. You mean to say, any day between the 5th of July and the January 
following the collector can call for it, do you ? — Yes, for the second half-yearly 
payment. 

260. But he can call for it immediately after the 5th of July ? — Certainly. 

261. Then, as a necessary consequence, you consider the second instalment 
payable on the oth of July ?— I conceive so. 

262. Have you not known the tax of the year to be called for, or at least to 
be paid before the assessment was, in point of fact, made out?— I know a case 
where it was done, but it was a very special one it was when an election topk 
place in January 1835 ; there was a special order made that voluntary tenders of 
payments should be received. 

263. You consider that an exception, do you? — Ido; there was a special 
order in so far making a deviation from the usual practice. 

264. At the election to which you refer, it commenced a day or two after the 
5th of January, did it not ? — Yes, immediately after. 

265. And under the impression that the tax was payable and chargeable on 
the 5th of January, it was thought a matter of precaution to allow the collectors 
to receive the tax, if tendered ? — I do not mean to say that the tax was, even then, 
paid before the assessment; but what I mean to say is, it was paid upon a volun- 
tary tender before the books w'ere prepared. 

266. How was the amount ascertained ? — By reference to the books of the 
last year, there being no deviation of the rate. 

267. Then there is, in fact, no deviation in the rate from year to year? — Very 
seldom; but there have been deviations. 

268. The largest assessment allowed by the Act of Parliament is imposed gene- 
rally? — Yes, that has been the practice. ■ 

269. Now, I wi^ir'to ask you w'hether, witliin the last four or five years, there 
have been any changes ? — ^No, there have not. 

270. Within the last 10 years have there been any changes in the amount ? 
— There was a change at the time of the Duke of Northumberland being Lord 
lieutenant, then there was a reduction in the rate of assessment to the extent 
of 20 per cent. 

271. And from that time down to the present there has been no change? — 
No ; the full maximum has been chai'ged ever since. 

272. Now, do the collectors’ books and the tax-ledgers contain the names of 
the persons? — ^Yes, they do. 

273. Are these names occasionally changed ? — 

Mr, Hutton objected to this. 

274. Mr. Hutton."] You stated that the second instalment was payable after 
the 5th of July? — Yes. 

275. , That is, of course, when the first instalment is payable on the 5th of 
January? — Yes ; but I mean to say, under any circumstances, the second half- 
year, commencing on the 5th of July, I conceive that the last instalment would 
he payable immediately afterwards. 

276. Do you mean to say this : supposing the assessment had not been com- 
pleted until the 1st of July, and the applotment had not been completed until 
that time, that the collector would be entitled on the 6th of July to demand from 
the rate-payer the entire year’s rate ? — If the default were such as you describe 
hi the delay of the assessment, I am not prepai’ed to say what the board would 
do; but if the assessment were made in ordinary time, and in circumstances 
such as you refer to, when it occurs, I should conceive the assessment payable 
after the 5th of July. 

277- If the rate be receivable in half-yearly instalments, would not the ordinary 
course of business be, that the second instalment would become due in half 
a year ? — It becomes due on the 5th of July. 
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278. I ^lIlde^sta^d you to say that the preliminary steps had taken place 
before ? — I mean to say, that the tax became due on the 5 th of January, pro. 
vided the applotment and the instruments were perfected. 

279. ConmiUee^ Can you tell whether there is any particular order in which 
the applotment system applies to that particular parish, and il that order is ever 
changed ? — The applotment is generally one applicable to all parts of the town. 

280. I understand you to say they are delivered out at different times?-: 
Yes, the collectors’ books. 

281. There are eight collectors, are there not? — Yes. 

282. Is there any order in the parishes of Dublin in which those books are 
dehvered out in January from the first assessment ? — The books are prepared ; 
generally the most wealthy parts of the town are first prepared ; and then, when 
it imdergoes a registry in the tax-ledger, it is then in a state of preparation to 
commence the collection. 

. 283. Is that order ever changed r — ^That is the usual practice. 

284. Do they ever change the order of the parishes ? — I am not aware of 
any change whatever. 

285. Can you tell how long when it becomes due — ^how long it is before five, 
six, seven and eight receive their applotment-books ; what is the first, and what 
is the last ? — In the course of three months the whole is given out ; the first is 
generally given out as early as possible. 

286. How long is the first before it is given out?-— In three months the whole 
of the applotment is completed. 

287. They can collect in the first parish when they have the first applotment, 
can they ? — Yes. 

288. "\ATiat distance of time is that from the 1 st of January ? — About a week, 
provided the assessment is made, because it is pretty generally understood before 
the applotment takes place what the rate must be. 

2S9. What is generally the period between the issuing of the first book and 
the issuing of the last ? — The first book is issued immediately after the applot- 
ment is made, and that is in the month of January. 

290. And the last is issued, when r — And the last, I think, about tlie latter 
end of March ; but I am speaking from a very imperfect recollection. 

291. The order of the parishes is not changed?— No, the custom is asl have 
mentioned, that the wealthy parishes are first prepared. 

292. Tliey are not generally changed? — No, they are not. 

Mr. Roehuclc and Mr. Hutton applied to withdraw the evidence of the 
warrant appointing the commissioners, upon the ground that it was not 
the evidence they had applied for. 

Mr. Wrangham, was heard in answer. 

The Committee decided the document could not be withdrawn. 

Mr. Keatinge stated he was going to put Mr. Dillon forward to produce 
documents, but be was not going to examine Ifim. 

Mr. Hutton objected to this course of proceeding, and contended he 
must be produced as a witness, and sworn. 

Mr. Keatinge was beard in answer, and referred to Mr. Roscoe’s book 
on evidence, page 95 , and to a case in the first of Adolphus and Ellis, 
page 49 . 

Mr. Hutton was heard in reply. 

The room vras cleared. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed, that it was the 
opinion of the Committee, that the person appearing with the treasurer s- 
books need not be sworn. 

Mx. Keatinge then requested Mr. Dillon to produce the treasurer s 
books. 

William 
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WilliOffn’ Maguire, Esq., was then called in ; and, having been sworn, was 
Examined by Mr. Wrangham, as follows : 



{The Boohs mentioned in the Speaker's Warrant were produced hy Mr. Dillon.'] 
0^3. PRAY, what office do you hold under the Paving Board ?— That of in- 
spector of taxes. i. i. o -u- • 

204- Is ^ treasurer’s department? — Yes, it is. 

20')! Now, I am going to examine you as to the course of office, and I 
wodd rather ask you general questions, and that you should give the account 
vourself, than seem to lead you by individual questions. I would ask you, when 
assessment is made, early in the year, for the paving-tax. does it come into 
vour hands ? — No, it does not > a notice is given to me through the commissioners, 
the order book, that an assessment has been made, and I proceed accordingly 
to prepare the collectors’ hooks. 

2q 6 Have yon the collectors’ hooks for the rate of 1836 ? — Yes, I have. 

297! And for 1837 ?— Yes, I have. 

{The Boo ks were produced.] 



2q8. Now, will you tell the Committee what is the nature of the entry you make 
in the collector’s book ? — The first duty is to have the names of the householders 
altered in the books, the basis of the assessment on which the tax is rated, the 
amount charged upon each house, and to see that it agrees with tl^ basis ae re- 
jmlated by the Act of Parliament. 

299. I understand you to say that first of all you enter the name?— Yes, then 
the basis of the assessment in red ink, and from that the assessment is ascertained 



upon each house. , , 1 t, • 1. 

300. Are there any other items that are entered on the book at that tufie when 
you first receive notice or order ? — There is nothing more ; the hook is then eoB- 
sidered perfect, and is so entered; I then send the book into the treasurer’s office, 
and it is copied into the tax-ledger ; and when so copied in the tax-ledger and 
compared with my book, the collector receives it with receipt hooks, ia order to 
eo forward and demand the tax. 

301. After you have prepared the book in this way for the collector, it is re- 
turned to the treasurer for the purpose of being eateredin the ledger ?— Y^. 

302. ‘Will you look at those books which the last person has produced, and 
tell us what they are?— These are the tax-ledgers, from which smaller hooks are 

copied, and then those small books are given to the conector- 

303. The assessment contains the general rate per pound at which the bouses 

tironghout are to be assessed?— Yes, so much per pound valuation, and so much 
to the yard measurement. , ^ • 

■ 304. Then, I understand you to say, that the entries in this coUectox s book is 
ascertaining the precise sum which, m each case under the assessment, and accord- 
ing to the directions of the assessment, would become due and payable in respect 
of each house ?^ — It is . 

305. Now, you have told us about the basis of the assessment, now, will yOB 
explain to the Committee what is meant by the basis of the assessment ?—T^ 
vacation of the house, for the maintenance of the. minister, that is^led the 
ministers’ money, and that is one of the bases of the assessment, anu the pwHici- 
pal basis; the nextis what is called the watch valuation. 

306. '^at is where there is- no? ministers’ valuation ? ^Yes. 

307. What is the basis of that valuation ?— The yalu^on. is made on the 
same principle at the ministers’ money. When there is neither nunisters money 
nor watch valuation, then the paving commissioners are empowered to make a 



valuation for themselves. . c xt_ 

308. So that any valuation which is made under the authority of toe coms- 
SKmers themselves is only a valuation of premises, where the basis of the mimsters 
money or the watch rate does not exist ? — It is. 

309. Will youtam to the tax-ledger for theyear I837?~-I 

•310, Will you turn to Francis-street, in the parish of St. Nutooiaff Without 
What mimher ? 

311. No. 77? — I have it. . , 

3X2. Now, first wUl you tell the Committee what those resp^tive column m- 
the tax-ledger indicate ; whether they correspond with those in the collector s 
book ?~’rhere are two columns for the money charged ; one is^ for the arrear 
onpaid for the year 1836 ; the other, the tax chargeable for the year 1837. 
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313. Committee.'] Are they both collected together? — The arrear of 1836 is 
demanded •with the tax of 1837. 

314. Mr. WraTigham.] When the tax for 1836 has not been p^d during that 
year, it then comes into the arrear column of the ledger ? — Yes ; and it is de- 
manded -with the tax of the current year. 

315. Is there a column there which also denotes the fact of payment if it 
occurred? — Yes. 

316. And the date of the payment ?— No ; it merely gives the check number. 

317. Will you tell the Committee what you mean by tlie check number?— 
The collectors, in getting the books of collection, get a receipt book, numbered 
from one in succession till they come to the end of the year ; they fill up the 
rate to the persons paying, and fill up the check and the counterpart, but they 
afterwards put down the money in a pay-sheet, and I check that pay-sheet with 
a check, in order to show that the money is paid in correctly. 

318. Have you got those block receipt books ?— I have. 

319. Do you find the collector’s book of No. 77, Francis-street ? — ^Yes, there 
is the tax-ledger, and two payments of tax in arrear. 

Mr. Hutton objected. 

320. You find an entry in each of those books, do you not, witli respect to 
these premises, No. 77, Francis-street? — I do. 

321 . Who draws up the receipt books •, under whose direction is that part of 
the thing done ; the filling up 1 - — The collector. 

322. Who is the collector for this part ? — Benjamin Smith. 

323. There is a figure in the basis of the assessment column j will you explain 
what that figure is meant to represent ; is the ministers’ money the basis of the 
assessment in this case ? —The respective bases of assessment are entered in their 
respective columns in the tax-ledger. 

324. As paid for ministers’ money? — Yes, ministers’ money, ministers’ valua- 
tion, watch valuation and others. 

325. There are five different bases of assessment, are there not ? — Yes. 

326. In which column is the basis of assessment in this case? — In the 
ministers’. 

. 327. What is the figure which appears there ? — Eleven. 

328. What does that 11 represent? — Eleven pounds, the valuation. 

329. At what rate, is the ministers’ money? — He receives Is. in the pound 
valuation. 

330. Therefore it means 11s. of minister’s money, and III. of annual value? 
—Yes. 

331' The collectors proceed upon the collection when you have finished the 
collectors’ books ? — As quickly as possible, after the assessment is made, I set out 
the collectors. 

332. Do you in aU cases wait till the new hooks for the new year are made 
out, or do you occasionally open the collection which is made upon some other 
book for another year ? — The new hook must be made out. 

333. Now, will you turn your recollection for a moment to the week precedi^ 
the election in January 1835? — I was going to explain that at that period, in 
1835, the election came on so quickly after the time of assessment that the books 
could not be got ready, but the assessment being the same as the former year, 
the collectors had no difficulty in ascertaining the charge on the respective houses 
from which a tender of payment was made. 

334. Do you recollect, in point of fact, the number of payments which were 
made, before the collectors’ books had been made out, before the election ? — Some 
thousands ; 2,000 or 3,000. 

335- Were those 2,000 or 3,000 payments according to the rates of the pre- 
ceding year ? — Yes. 

336. Eeceived on account of the coming year ? ^Yes. 

337. You have said that the reason was that the rate does not vary? — The 
assessment was made similar to the former. 

338. Are you aware whether it is made— whether the practice of the com- 
missioners of paving is to make the assessment at the maximum rate allowed by 
the Act of Parliament ? — Generally so, "with only two exceptions. 

339. Do you recollect when those exceptions were ?— I believe in 1828 and 
1831, I think the exceptions were. 

340. Are 
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340. Are you clear that they have not varied since the year 1831 ? — I think 
not. 

341. You have now given us an account from the tax-ledger of the premises 

assessed, and the basis upon wliich the assessment is made the amount of that 
basis ; now, will you be good enough to tell us the amount of the rate which is 
actually brought to charge against these premises, No. 77, Francis-street, dis- 
tino-uishing between the rate for the year 1837, and the arrear, if any, of the 
year 1836 1 — The arrear of 1836 was not paid on the 5th of January 1837 ; 

Mr. Hutton objected. 

Witness^ I cannot express myself otherwise ; the arrear was unpaid on the 
5th of January 1837 ; I can prove the arrear is transferred here ; the arrear is 
brought forward in my own hand-writing. 

342. From what information do you make the entry you find in that column ? 
—I take the tax-ledgers of tlie preceding year ; they are given up to me at that 
period entirely, in order that I may transfer the unpaid items, according to the 
particular reason of non-payment, and no one can do that but myself, from my 
own knowledge ; because houses may be pulled down, and other circumstances 
may arise in consequence of which the tax may be discontinued ; and I transfer 
the arrears in this tax-ledger to a column purposely for that use, and I then 
transfer them to the smaller book for the new year. 

343. So that, then, from the tax-ledger of the year 1836 it appears whether 
the rate had or had not been paid for these premises ? — It does, as well as from 
the collector’s own books ; both must undergo a stiict scrutiny by me, because 
I bring forward the arrear. 

344. Then, do I understand you, that you enter the assessment in arrear in 
the arrear column of the coming year ? — Of the collector’s book ; yes. 

345. Do you enter it in the arrear column of the tax-ledger ? — After the 6th 
of January, so soon as these ledgers are posted, so that I can accurately make 
a transfer, I commence, in order to prepare the arrears, to enter into the smaller 
book, and send out the collector. 

346. For what purpose do you send out the collector? — To demand and 
receive the taxes due, and the arrears. 

347. Then I understand you to say, that you do not enter either in the collec- 
tor’s book, or in the tax-ledger for the year 1837, any account of an arrear for 
the former year 1836, until you have ascertained at the time of entry that it is 
unpaid ?— Yes, and I do not meddle with the tax -ledger until the year is closed. 

348 Now, with respect to those rate-books which you have in your hand, I 
will trouble you to tell the Committee ; I think you said that you furnish the 
collectors with receipt books of that kind numbered from one, upwards, to the 
end of the year ? — Yes. 

349. When do you receive back those blocks that you hold in your hand; that 
portion of the book which you have before you ? — This book finds its way back 
to me when it is all cut out ; it must find its way to me once a week until it is 
cutout ; I check every week; and, so far as it goes, I make my entry' here, and he 
goes on with the book until he finishes it. ’ 

350. You say the receipt book is brought to you by the collector every week ? 
—Yes. 

351. For what purpose?— To check the paj'ments that he has received, and 
the amount of those payments, in order to lodge the money in the Bank of 
Ireland. 

352. In short, he then accounts to you for his week’s collection, and produces 
the block receipts for his vouchers? — Yes. 

353. Pray does he verily those books in any way, when he so produces them, 
by oath or otherwise ? — He furnishes me with a sheet in which the different 
items are entered, with the gross tot, once a month ; he has to make an 
accounting affidavit before the commissioners, that the sum of money received 
from a certain period, namely, the first Wednesday in the month to the next first 
Wednesday has been duly accounted for, and all the monies lodged in the bank 
without haying retained any part of it during the week. 

3-54- I understand you, that he accounts weekly, and produces his vouchers 
weekly in respect to the block receipts, and then once every four weeks he verifies 
Ibe account before the commissioners ? — Yes. 
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355. Do I understand you to state that every payment which has been re- 
ceived, or at least which is accounted for by each collector, a memorandum of 
it will appear upon some block receipt or other ? — It must. 

356. Is it in your judgment, or from your acquaintance with the course of 
office, impossible that a payment should be received and not accounted for ’with- 
out that being discovered before the month is out ? — The collector can receive 
no money without passing a receipt, unless he designs to commit a fraud. 

357. Or unless, I suppose, the party paying the money designed to assist him? 
— Yes. 

358. I understand you to say, that, unless the collector designs to commit a 
fraud, he cannot receive any money without passing a receipt ? — No, he cannot. 

359. Does that receipt come before you ? — That receipt comes before me once 
a week. 

360. Committee:\ He either produces the money or the book?— Yes, and if 
he is in default, I should report him. 

361. If he receives money on the 4th of January, should you know it on the 
5th ? — He may receive money after the affidavit is made, but not before ; if he 
receives money before the affidavit is made, I would make him enter it on his 
pay-sheet ; I do not sign tins check until tlie receipt is finally closed for the week ; 
if he should happen to receive money and a check afterwards, I make him re- 
enter tliat in his sheet, and make a fresh tot, and close the account. 

362. Mr. Wrangham.'] Now, we are told it is the practice to collect this half- 
yearly in the office ? — It was for the first time last year, that year being 1 836. 

363. Do you know by whose direction that was done ? — By the direction of 
the commissioners. 

364. You do not know who directed the commissioners, probably? — I cannot 
give a positive answer to that ; that is in the secretary's department. 

365. There have been no half-yearly assessments smce that ? — There was no 
half-yearly assessment. 

366. Never since that? — Never since that ; it was a simple direction for the 
tax to be talcen by a moiety. 

367. There was no direction not to receive it, if it was offered as an entirety? 
— No ; they might pay it in one lump, or by two instalments. 

368. Committee^ Do you mean to say that each person may pay the half or 
the whole, as he pleases ? — ^Yes. 

369. Mr. Wrangham^ That has been the practice since tlie year 1836, has it? 
— Yes. 

370. Up to that time, and previous to that time, was it collected for the wliole 
year? — Yes. 

,371. AH at once? — Yes. 

372. Now, in both cases, both before and since, whether annually or half- 
yearly, has it been a tax collected in advance ?— It lias. 

373. I think you say the basis of assessment on tliis particular case is the 
ministers’ money? — It is. 

374. Have you got the parish returns of the ministers’ money ? — I have. 

[They were handed in.l 

375. You see there, 77, Francis-street, do you not? — Yes. 

376. The amount appears to be 11s., does it not? — Yes. 

377. If the rate for the year or the arrear for the past year is paid during the 
course of the current year, would an entry to that effect appear in the taxdedger 
for the year 1837? — ^It ■would. 

378. Would that entry contain the date as well as the amount of the payment 
made ? — Only in the tax-ledger, the number of the receipt. 

379. Then you would refer that to the block which would give the date and 
'the amount ? — Yes. 

380. Is that the tax-ledger for the year 1836 and the year 1837 ?— It is. 

381. Do you find a corresponding entry made there? — ^The correspondii^ 
entries of arrear unpaid answered by me, and brought forward into the collector’s 
book are similar. 

382. Now, I ■wish to ask you whether those arrears for the year 1836, which 
are not paid since the close of the year 1836, or rather since the 5th of January 
1837, whether they would not appear in*'the tax-ledger of 1836? — No; they 
could not appear in that. 

385. H 
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383. If they were paid in 1837, they must appear there ? — They must. 

384. Conimittee.] There is no back entry made, is there ? — No ; there is not. 

385. yit. Wrmgham .1 Does any entry of payments for the rate of 1836 appear 
in the tax-ledger for that year ? — There does. 

386. A^ere? — A moiety. 

387. What entry is there made with respect to the other moiety in arrear ; 
j^Qne 1 — ^It is transferred by me into the transfer column, and brought forward 
into the collector’s book for the succeeding year 1837. 

388. And in the collector’s book, it appears, does it ? — Yes. 

389. Win you look at the tax-ledger or the collector’s book, and tell me what 
is the amount of the annual rate due in respect of No. 77, Francis-street? — 
Two pounds five shillings and seven-pence. 

390. That is the annual rate, is it ? — Yes ; it is a rate on the basis of so innch 
to the sliilling. 

391. What is the paving-rate? — Four and sixpence to each sliilling. 

392. Is that 2 L 55. 7 d. English or Irish currency? — English. 

393. The arrear is half a year, is it? — No, it is not. 

394. That would be 1/. 2«. ? — One pound two shillings and nine-pence 

was paid, and 1/. 2 j. lOd. was transferred as an arrear. 

39,5. The half would be 1/. 2 s. 9^d., would it not? — Yes. 

396. Then, that added to the rate for the coming year would be, how much ? 
— Three pounds eight sliillings and five-pence. 

397. That would be the assessment charged against these premises, No. 77, 
Francis-street, in the rate for the year 1837, would it not ? — ^Yes. 

398. What is the number in the column referring to the block receipt, with 
reference to these premises? — ^The number in the ledger for 1837 would be 
1.928. 

399. Committee.] Are tliose little books that are difiereut colours relating to 
different taxes 1 — ^No ; I got coloui-ed receipts printed for the moiety of arrears ; 
pink for the first moiety, green for the second moiety, a plain w'hite receipt for 
the full year’s tax ; by those means the collectors knew what books to take up. 

400. Mr. Wrmgham.] I see there is a placard on the outside of the book 
No. 4, second moiety of arrear for 1836, and tax for paving 1837? — That is 
applicable to 1837. 

401. Benjamin Smith is tlie collector for the parish, is he not? — Yes. 

402. Was he tlie collector for the year 1836 for the same parish? — No, he 
was not. 

403. Who was V — John Hamilton. 

404. Have you got the names of the collectors of the different parishes r — 
Yes, for both yeais. 

405. Will you read to the clerk the names of the collectors for each parish 
for the year 1836 and the year 1837 respectively, as it may save trouble here- 
after ?— For 1836, Francis Salmon, Ann’s parish and Katherine’s parish ; Cdeb 
Pahner, St. Thomas’s parish ; Thomas Hennigan, Marj^’s paiish south divi- 
sion, Werburgh, Paul parish ; Robert White, Peter’s west division, St. Sepul- 
chre and Mark’s ; Edward Stevens, Peter’s east division, Meehan north division, 
Luke parish and St. Patrick’s deanery ; John Wheeler Birch, Mary’s parish 
north division, Bridget, Andoan ; Benjamin Smith, St. George s parish, St. 
Meehan north division. Grange Gorman ; John Hamilton, St. Andrew s parish, 
St. John, St. Michael, Nicholas Within, Nicholas Without and James’s; that 
is for 1836 : then, for the year 1837, Francis Salmon, Mary’s south division, 
Werburgh and Paul parish ; Ceileb Palmer, Ann, St. Katherine’s ; Tliomas Hen- 
nigan, George, Meehan north division and Grange Gorman ; Robert White, 
Mary north division, Bridget and Andoan ; Edward Stephens, Thomas s ; Jolm 
Wheeler Birch, Peter west division. Sepulchre and Mark’s ; Benjamin Simm, 
Andrew, John, Michael, Nicholas Within, Nicholas Without and James ; Joh^i 
Hamilton, Peter east division, Meehan south division, Luke, and St. Patrick s 
deanery. 

406. You have given us the reference to the check of the receipts for the 

arrear of 1836 ; does there appear upon the ledger any number which will 
refer you to the check for tlie year 1837? — Yes. ^ . j 

407- W^hat is the number entered in the book first of all?— One thousand, 
nine hundred and twenty-eight. . , 

• 703. E 2 40®- 
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408. Is tliat the number -which refers to the block receipt ? — No, the block 
receipt is 1 , 551 . 

409. Do you know these premises at all? — I know the position of them, but 
nothing more. 

410. You do not know of your own knowledge any thing about the payment 
or the non-payment? — Nothing but what comes before me officially. 

41 1 . Can you tell whether any person is authorized to receive the tax except 
the collector ?— No person is authorized but the collector, except a voluntair 
tender is made in the tax-office, and then I or my clerk will receive the money’; 
we have receipts ready signed by the collector, and that receipt is given. 

412. That you receive it for the collector? — Yes; a receipt regularly num- 
bered, and from which he will enter the payment in his sheet ; it is, in fact, a 
book for which he gives me a i*egular receipt the same as any other. 

413. And that is left in your custody at the paving-office, in order that you 
may receive any voluntary payments which are tendered to you there r — Yes, to 
accommodate the public. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Hutton. 



414. Do you state the collector leaves in your hands receipts signed by 
by him, and' that you fill up the receipt with the amount of the tax in case of 
a tender at the Paving Board? — Yes. 

41 5. Now, do I understand you rightly when you say the first book or docu- 
ment in -which the specific sum charged against particular premises or particular 
inhabitants appears, is the collector’s book in which you enter sums after you 
have received instructions for that purpose from the commissioners ? — It is. 

416. Until you make the entry there is no particular sum appearing on tbe 
books of the Paving Board chargeable against any particular premises or indivi- 
duals : — No, there is not. 

417. After you have made the calculation necessary for ascertaining the par- 
ticular sums, you fill in the sums into tbe collector’s book? — I do. 

41 8. Having made these calculations, applying the proportions as ascertdned 
by the commissioners to the different cases of valuation ? — Yes. 

419. And having filled in the sums, you deliver the books into the trea- 
surer’s office, to be entered into the tax-ledgers, do you not ? — Yes. 

420. And then these books are re-delivered back to you for distribution among 
the collectors ? — Yes. 

42 1 . Then, until these books are re-delivered to you, the tax is not collectable ; 
what then occurs in the office ? — No ; but a voluntary tender may be made, and 
if I know the basis of the assessment, I can take it. 

422. But the collectors do not give receipts until you have delivered to them 
the books for collection, do they ?— No ; with the exception of the public offices ; 
there are several of the public offices which ai’e very heavily taxed ; the books m 
which these offices are entered do not come out, probably, for a fortnight or 
three weeks after the first book is given, and to enable the board to have funds, 
as to these particular public buildings, the amount is demanded and received by 
the collector. 

423. That is with respect to the public buildings, is it ? — Yes. 

424. Until the collector has received his collector’s book he is not authorized 
to demand and receive the taxes ? — No, this was by special directions under my 
inspection. 

425. And, of course, he is not authorized to sign receipts for the taxes ?— He 
is authorized to sign receipts for the taxes, on being a collector authorized by 
the commissioners. 

426. I mean for taxes for one particular year ; until he receives his collection 
book, in which the tax payable by particular inhabitants is ascertained, he is not 
authorized to receive the amount of the tax from the inhabitant?— He is autho- 
rized to receive the amount if a voluntary tender is made ; there is no person to 
sign a receipt but the collector on the particular walk ; no other collector can sign 
a receipt. 

427. At what period of the year are the different walks of collectors ascer- 
tained? — Before the close of the year, about the middle of December, I furnish 
to the commissioners a return of the different walks, and submitting to them my 
opinion as to the propriety of sending such a collector upon those walks ; the 
commissioners have univei”sally approved of my recommendation, and they make 
an order that such distributions shall be made, and I act upon that. 

428. Now, 
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428. Now, can you refer to tlie tax book of 1837, and state from the collection W. Afaguire, Esq, 

book of 1837, and state among that which I call the applotment of the tax, in 

the entry of specific sums, what specific premises were completed for that year ; 19 March 1838, 

will von say when the sums were posted into the tax-ledger, and when the entry 

was finally made, and the applotment completed for that year? — This book is 
St. Nicholas Without ; I completed this book on the 17th of February 1837, and 
on the 20th of March 1837 it vms perfected in this book, and, of course, imme- 
diately handed to the collector. 

429. On the 20th of March 1837 you received it back from the treasurer’s 
office, did you ? — Yes. 

430. To be handed to the collector ?— Yes. 

431. Until the 20th of March 1837 no part of the tax for the year 1837 was 
demandable by the collector, was it ; you had no authority from the board to 
demand the tax for 1837, until the 20th March 1837? — He could not go out 
without the hoolc. 

432. The book was not delivered to him until the 20th of March 1837 ? — The 
voluntary tender might be made. 

433. My question does not relate to the voluntary tender, but to the tax being 
demandable I ask you if the tax is demandable until the 20th of March 1837 ? 

-No. 

434. Then he could not, without a breach of his duty, have demanded the tax 
from any rate-payer? — No. 

435. Now, will you look to the tax-ledger, and state what the dates were at 
which these applotments were completed, for that year, in these different parishes ? 

—Andrew’s, 20th January 1837. 

436. Can you state tlie time at wliich the entries in the tax-ledger were com- 
pleted?— The 20th January 1837 is the memorandum here, by the clerk in the 

*™!^Are°you looking to 1836 or 1837 ?— To 1837. 

438. Will you look to the date of the assessment, and state to the Committee 
what it appears to be, that is the assessment for 1837 ?— This appears the 2d of 
February 1837. 

439. Is it not the course of office 1 understood you to explain to the Com- 

mittee that you did not proceed to enter the sums into the collector’s book 
against the particular premises, until after tliis document had been executed by 
the commissioners, and an order had been entered in the order book, directing 
you to act upon that assessment by maldng those entries ?— I think I stated to 
the Committee that I received directions or information from the commissioners 
that the assessment will not vary, and I believe I said I knew nothing of the time 
of making the assessment, because that was a matter in the board-room. 

440. Did you not state it was after the making of the assessment by the com- 
missioners that instructions were received by you to act upon that assessment by 
calculating the particular sums to be paid by particular inhabitants ? — I suppose 
so ; I think I stated I was not cognizant of the fact upon the day upon which the 
assessment was made. 

441. According to the proper course of business the assessment, I apprehend, 
must be first made out before you can proceed to calculate the particular assess- 
ment to he paid by particular inhabitants ; the proportion must be ascertained 
before you can apply the proportion to the different bases of valuation? — I 
merely act from the information I get up-stairs, and go on with the books. 

442. Now, will you proceed with the dates ? — Mary north division, 25 January 
1837 ; St. Anne’s parish, 20 January 1837; St. Peter’s east division, 26 January 
1837 ; St. Peter’s west division, 23 January 1837 ; St. IN.'ary’s south division, 

23 January' 1837 ; St. Tlioraas’s, 18 January 1837 ; St. George’s, 17 January 
1837. Those are the first eight parishes that go out, the remainder come in suc- 
cession ; St. Werburgh’s, there is no memorandum as to the date. 

443. Wlien W'ere the collector’s hook re-delivered to you? — I cannot say; 
but I can tell when I gave it in. 

444. When did you receive it? — 1 cannot say, because the second set of 
paiishes we are not so particular with. 

445. Have you no memorandum either iu the collector’s book or the t^- 
ledger ? — In my own book I think there is ; I can tell you when the next parish 
came out, I think ; there is no entry as to the particular date of St. Paul’s. 

703. E3 446. iou 
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446. You can ascertain from a memorandum made by you in the collector’s 
book, can you not? — I dare say I can. 

447. Will you look to it?— St. Werburgh’s was given by me to the treasurer 
on the 24 tb of January 1837 . 

448. When was it received back ? — As quickly as they could get it out. 

449. Have you any particular date?— No, I only enter the day on which I 
give it out ; 1 merely enter when I finish the book. 

450. Committee.'] What parish is that street in ? — St. Nicholas Without. 

451. Mr. Hutton.] You say it was not completed until the 20 th of March 
1837 ? — No, that is St. Werburgh’s; Nicholas Without appears to have beeo 
entered in tliis ledger on the 20 th of March. 

452. Well, now, will you go to the others?— In St. Katherine there is no date. 
St. Meehan south, 13 th of March; St. Luke, 23 d of March; St. Patrick’s 
deanery, 23 d of March ; St. Sepulchre’s, 14 th of February ; St. Mark, the 21 st 
of March ; St. Meehan north, no date ; Grange Gorman, no date ; St. John, no 
date ; St. Michael, no date ; St. Nicholas Within, the 6th of March ; St. Nicholas 
Without, the 20 th of March ; St. Bridget, the 28 tli of February, and St. James, 
no date. 

453. Now, after you have completed the rate by charging particular sums 

against particular inhabitants and premises 

Mr. Wrangham objected. 

454. After the sums have been entered by you, these particular sums against 
particular premises, is that which I call the applotment or the entry of these 
suras, is it stated by you either ^ it exists in the collection books or in the tax- 
ledgers ? — No. 

455. Then the applotment of this particular assessment upon particular pre- 
mises is not authenticated by the commissioners in any form by their signature, 
is it? — No, it is not. 

456. The duty to calculate these particular assessments is dedicated to you, 
and the performance of that duty, and the execution of it is not adopted by the 
signature of the commissioners in any form, is it ? — No, it is not. 

457. Committee.] Is there any appeal against that applotment? — ^No, the Act 
of Parliament directs a specific sum to be charged for each house. 

458. Then the applotment is final, is it not? — No, I must applet agreeably to 
the Act of Parliament. 

459. Mr. Hutton.] Now, will you turn to the valuation as to these particular 
premises, No. 77 , Francis-street ? — I have the entry. 

460. Is the assessment entered opposite to tliose premises in the valuation 
hook ; is it entered as 1 1 j. or 1 1 /. ? — It is entered hei’e as 11 s. 

461 . Have you any valuation hook, or any hook whatever, in which the yearly 
value of those premises is entered ? — For what purpose ? 

462. For any purpose? — The paving-tax books. 

463. Have you any parish returns containing the amount of the yearly value 
of No. 77 , Francis-street? — Only tliis. 

464. Then I understand you to do this, that from the amount of ministers’ 
money you infer and presume the amount of the ministers’ money valuation? — 
I do. 

465. And upon that inference you assess the paving-rate? — I do. 

466. Taking for granted that the ratio or proportion between ministers’ money 
and the valuation is a constant and fixed proportion ? — I do. 

467. Have you the valuation-books here for Grange Gorman parish? — Yes. 

468. Are you aware what the proportion is between the minister’s money and 
the ministers’ money valuation, in the parish of Grange Gorman ? — One-h^f. 

569. Are you aware of the proportion between the minister’s money and the 
ministers’ money valuation in that parish ?— Am I to understand from you whaf 
the ministers actually receive, as distinguished from the ministers’ money. 

470. I ask you what proportion does the amount of minister’s money charge- 
able upon the premises in Grange Gorman parish bear to the amount of the 
valuation in that parish made for ministers’ money? — It is a varied valuation, 
hut it can be explained ; what is now called the parish of Grange Gorman was a 
liberty ; the present incumbent got a church built, and he applied to the Privy 
Council for a valuation for his maintenance ; that valuation was granted to him, 
and the inhabitants disputed it, and said it was excessive, and the present Lord 

Atherton, 
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Atherton, when chief secretary in Ireland, gave directions to the Privy Council W. itfagujVe, Esq. 

that the minister should receive but Qd. out of the U. valuation; prior to the 

valuation for the minister the paving commissioners had their own valuation; 19 March 1838. 

iuid if the valuation on the minister be adopted, a house that paid hut 12s. paving- 

tax would probably have to pay 21 . paving-tax ; I considered it ray duty to lay 

this before the commissioners, and they communicated with Lord Atherton, then 

the secretary, and the result was, a direction to assimilate the paving-tax as 

near to the former charge as possible ; I then made a calculation, and instead of 

receiving 1 s. in the pound valution, we received, I consider, only Zd. or 4 d. to 

the pound valuation ; so that the charges upon the respective houses in the dis 

trict should not be made liigher than they originally were. 

471 . This is clear, is it not, that the ministers’ money paid in Grange Gorman 
is only Sd. in the pound upon the amount of the ministers’ money valuation, but 
upon the houses in that parish, and in the other parishes, the proportion is 
different ? — Yes. 

472. Are you aware of any parish in the city of Dublin, any old parish, hav- 
ing been re-valued for tire calculation of the ministers’ money? — I believe 
St. John’s or St. Michael was re-valued. 

473. Are you not aware that St. John’s was also ? — It was a partial valuation, 
and it was not disputed by the inhabitants. 

474. Was there not a partial re-valuation of the houses of St. Jolm’s parish? 

—There was an entire re-valuation in Ardoan ; the first was Michael, the next 
was John, a partial one, but there was an entire re-valuation in Ardoan. 

475. Is it not the fact, that a great many of these returns, on which you have 
acted in applotting the paving-tax upon the inhabitants of Dublin, contain entries, 
not of the ministers’ money valuation, but merely of the ministers’ money ? — 

In some cases the vestry have applotted a sum. 

476. That is not an answer to my question ; will you answer the question, yes 
or no ; I want to know whether a great many of these returns, on which you have 
acted in applotting the paving-tax upon the inhabitants of Dublin, contain entries 
not of the ministers’ money valuation, but merely of the ministers’ money? — The 
applotment books do not contain any return except the actual ministers’ money 
in the proper column. 

477. I speak of the valuation book ? — Yes. 

478. Do you mean the parochial return book ? — Yes. 

479. Do not the assessments in these books contran the amount of the valua- 
tion the same as the amount of the ministers’ money ? — Yes. 

780. Is it not one part of your duty, as employed under the commissioners of 
paving, to make corrections in the door numbers of the houses in the different 
streets, and to alter thein as occasion may require ? — No, it is not. 

481. Upon whom does that duty devolve ?— The commissioners direct the 
supervisor of works to do it. 

482. Are you aware, from the course of your official duty, that very fre- 
quent changes do take place in the door numbers of the premises in Dublin ? — 

Yes. 

483. In the same door numbers are- they often repeated twice, and several 
times in tire same street ? — It is so. 

484. What is the course of proceeding when a house is let in distinct tene- 
ments to several persons ; from whom is the tax in such a case generally received, 
and to whom is the tax usually passed ? — The collector enters the first open door 
when he gets in tlie house, and he demands his tax ; he may meet the landlord 
or he may meet the tenant; if the tenant wants to pay Ms rent, he will pay the 
collector Ms tax, and han d the receipt to the landlord ; hut it oftener happens 
that the tenant will refer the collector to the landlord, who sometimes lives in the 
house, and very often does not ; in that case, if the collector is referred to the 
landlord, he will give it Mm. 

485. Is it not the practice in this case, either in the first instance or at some 
other time, for the landlord to pay the taxes of the premises ? — Generally, 

486. If the tenant is a part occupier and pays the tax, he hands the. t^i receipt 
to his landlord as payment of part of the rent, does he not ? — If Ms agreement 
is such. 

487. You are perfectly well aware that in the city of Dubliji thejpBMtice 

in this respect ? — ^The landlord pays his taxes. . 

703. E 4 488. I beheve 
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48S. I believe you collect rent yourself m the city of Dublin, or you have 
been in the habit of so doing from houses so cii’cninstanced, have you not? — . 
No, the houses I collect rent from are all leaseholders. 

489. I think in your former examination, with reference to the taxation of 
1835 , you stated you were perfectlj’’ well aware of the custom and practice in 
Dublin with respect to these houses let in distinct tenements ? Yes, I did. 

490. Now, I wish to ask you whether these taxes were paid by the landlord or 
the part, occupier ? — I have stated, already that the laiidlord pays the tax unless 
the tenant wishes to make a pa^unent in advance of his rent. 

49 1 . Are you aware that these are the usual terms upon which the tenant 
holds part of the house ? — The tenant pays a certain rent weeldy, monthly or 
quarterly, and the landlord pays the taxes. 

492. That is the usual course of letting in Dublin, is it ? — I es. 

493. There is a clause in one of the paving public Acts of Parliament, 
47 Geo. 3 , which requires the Paving Board to keep a register of the names, or, 
at least, which requires the landlord or owner of premises letting distinct tene- 
ments to keep a registiy, and enter with this Paving Board their names, in order 
that a paving-tax may be collected from therii as contra-distinguished from the 
part-occupiers of the premises ; now do you liiiow of the existence of any such 
registry in the Paving Board? — I do not. 

494. Do you happen to have a register of the names of the landlords of houses 
let in separate tenements ? — I have not. 

495. You stated that you adopted the practice of different coloured block 
receipts and receipt blocks in consequence of mistakes that were made by col- 
lectors, and some blundering that took place in their accounts and vouchers after 
this direction was given by the Paving Board to receive the tax in half-yearly 
instalments r — Yes. 

496. Then some blundering did in fact take place since 1836 when this tax was 

first received as a half-yearly instalment ? — At that period the collector would fill 
up a receipt that was for the whole year, but he discovered his error immediately, 
and filled up a receipt for a moiety ; and I had the trouble of cancelling this 
receipt ; and, in order to prevent this trouble, I invented the coloured receipt, so 
that he might know what receipt to give ; it did not affect the public in 
any way. _ ■ _ 

497. But it was in consequence of mistakes made by the collectors in receipts 
vrluch they passed to the rate-payers ?~No, not in receipts, but in filling up the 
receipts ; they filled up receipts not applicable to the tax to be received, and I 
had to cancel the receipts. 

Re-examined by Mr. Wrangkam. 

[Mr. Wrangham read the words o/ 42 d and 43 d sections of the Act referred to hy 
Mr. Hutton.'] 

498. Now, you are to understand that the question put to you is, whether you 
produce or have possession of any register of the landlords of lodging-houses or 
the occupiers ; of stalls in markets ; have you any such register ? — No, I have not. 

49Q. Are you aware whether the lodger’s franchise is among one of the fran- 
chises of the city of Dublin ? — No, I am not. 

500. I presume many houses are let in the city of Dublin in separate tene- 
ments which are not lodging-houses ? — It is a nice distinction, and I do not 
understand it. 

501. Do you understand what lodgings mean? — I understand it to be a person 
who comes in to sleep for the night. 

502. A person that keeps a furnished room ? — There are many occupiers of 
that description; but the great majority are persons holding one room, and a 
variety of other persons holding rooms in the same house, and that as their 
residence. 

503. Now, you have been asked a great deal as to what the usual course of 
office is as to the payment of these taxes, and the persons who pay tliem; I think 
I understand you to sav, that in a great many cases the landlord pays the tax. 
—Yes. 

504. I think you told my learned friend, if the agreement w'as such between 
him and his tenant ? — Yes. 

505. In other cases I think you say the tenant pays them ? — Yes. 

506. Now, 
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1506. Now, I want to Itnow what the course of office is, as to who they are 
demanded from ; to whom does the collector go to collect the tax for these 
houses r — I have stated already he goes to the first person he finds upon entering 
the house. 

507. He demands it from the occupiers of the premises, or any part thereof ? 
—From the first person he sees either in the shop or parlour, because, of course, 
he will enter there before he goes up-stairs. 

508. Do I understand that, in point of fact, you state that the collector is 
to apply and does apply to tlie first person he meets with as the occupier of 
any part of the premises ? — He does. 

509. And that whether he receives the payment from him or from somebody 
else is a matter of arrangement between the landlord and the tenant? — If the 
tenant refers the collector to the landlord, either up-stairs or out of the house, the 
collector will go there if he thinks he will get his money more readily than by 
enforcing payment on tlie premises. 

5 1 0. I think you said that if the tenant agrees to pay the rate, he pays a lower 
rent, and if the landlord agrees to pay the rate, that the tenant pays a higher' 
rent ? — If, on taking the premises, the landlord engages to take his rent without 
paying the tax, the tenant will get it at so much less. 

511. And if, on the other hand, the landlord agrees to pay the tax, then the 
rent will be higher ? — The landlord will charge his rent so much higher, so as 
to cover his taxes. 

512. But, how’ever the landlord or tenant maybe bound by the agreement 
between themselves to pay, is it the occupier of the premises, or the premises 
themselves, that, according to the usual course of office, you consider liable to 
pay? — ^Xhe property on the premises is liable to the charge. 

513. The property on the premises is liable to the charge ? — Yes. 

,514. And the demand is made on the first occupier, and made on the pre- 
mises ? — Yes. 

515. You were asked a good deal, in the early part of your cross-examination, 
as to when this tax became collectable, and you said the collectors did not give 
receipts until the books were made out, and delivered to them? — Yes. 

516. Except in cases of certain public offices ? — ^Yes. 

517. You said also that the voluntary payment was alwmys received imme- 
diately after the assessment was made? — Yes, at any time after the party 
comes in. 

518. Would a receipt in that case be given to the party pajdng the tax? — 
It would. 

519. Signed by the collector of the particular walk ? — Yes, of the new walk. 

5-20. It is in the middle of December you say that the collectors were fixed 

for the ensuing year ? — Yes, towards the close of the month, but more generally 
in the middle of the month. 

521. Therefore, on the 5 th January in the coming year, the collector would 
know what district he was to take ? — He does before then. 

522. Suppose the assessment was not actually made at the time, aud a sum 
was tendered in respect of taxes for the ensuing year, how would you be able to 
ascertain what was the amount due in respect of the premises in question for the 
ensuing year? — I am aware, prior to 5 th January, from the commissioners, that 
they would not change the rate ; they cannot make it higher, but they inform me 
they would not make it less. 

523. You mean that you know at what rate their assessment would be upon 
the ministers’ money? — Yes. 

524. The same as the year before?— Yes, the same as the year before. 

525. Assuming the ministers’ money as a basis of valuation ? — Yes. 

526. Does the ministers’ money vary from one time to another arbitrarily, or 
is it in the nature of a permanent fixed valuation r — It is a permanent fixed valu- 
ation] but, in the case already answered, the ministers applied to the Privy 
Council, and got a valuation in consequence of the distressed state of tlie dis- 
trict, and latterly, in some parishes, for the same reason, the minister did take a 
lower rate, and the board levied their tax at that lower rate, under the advice 
of the present Baron Richards. 

527. That w8« when he was Attorney-general, was it not r — Y es. 

528. I understand you to say this had occurred, that the minister or the 
paving commissioners have consented to take less than their due in cases of 
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distress ? — ^When the minister had made a reduction, the board have, within 
the last six months, made a reduction of the tax under the advice of the then 
Attorney-general. _ \ , • 1 1 

529. Now, you have told us that the parishes in which the new valuations 
have been made were Mary’s parish, Michael s parish, John s parish and 
Ardoan parish ? — Yes. 

-S30. Can you tell us the date of the last of these, the Ardoan parish?— The 
Ardoan was made in April 1833 , and it was confirmed by the Privy Council. 

.53 1 . Is that the last one ?~Yes ; Michael was in August 1830 . 

532. At whatever time these new valuations, or the valuation for the minis- 
ters’ money, are from time to time made, is a retui'n of that new valuation made 
to you from the parish: — It is. 

533. Are the books, which are in your hands, the parish returns upon which 
the assessments have been made? — They are. 

534. "Well, now, to return to the time when you say the tax is collectable ; it 
appears, 1 think, that some of the collectors’ books were made out in 1837 , before 
the assessment, does it not? — It would appear so. 

.535. And others subsequent ?— Yes. 

53G. Do you apply the observation you have made as to the amount of what 
each party is liable to pay to tlie case where the assessment was applotted in the 
books previous to the assessment ? — Yes ; I never attempt to make an assessment 
until the commissioners say, “ We will make no alteration. 

337. The commissioners tell you, you say, you must make these entries ?— 
Yes. 

538. And then the commissioners confirm that by making the assessment ?- 
They confirm it afterwards. 

539. The formal confirmation comes in the shape of a formal document, does 
it not ? — Yes. 

5qo. At whatever time. Passing from that point, at whatever time the tax 
becomes collectable, at the begining of the year, what is tlie day when the second 
moiety becomes collectable ? — On 5 th July. 

541 . No matter what may be the date at which the first moiety may be collec- 
table? — Yes. • r r 

542. Is it according to the course of office to proceed to the collecton of the 
second moiety, where it has not been paid in the first half of the year, immedi- 
ately after 5 th July ? — Yes, the receipts for the second moiety are all locked up in 
my office. 

543. Until 5 th July ? — Yes. 

544. And then they are delivered up for the purposes of the collector, gomg 
round in order to get the second moiety? — Yes. 

545. That moiety, running from the 5 th July to 5 th of the ensuing January 
again ? — Yes. 

546. Now, you have told us that the first entry that appears in any of these 
books of the parish assessments that have been levied upon any particular pre- 
mises is in the collectors’ books ?— It is ; and I am responsible for the accuracy 



of tlie charge. 

547. Now, take the ordinary case, where the basis of the assessment is the 
ministers’ money ; does not the assessment of the commissioners fix so much m 
the pound upon ministers’ money? — It does. 

548. According to the valuation of the ministers’ money, the assessment of 
the commissioners fixes a rate of so much in the pound upon each house ?— Yes. 

549. Now, if the ministers’ money is a fixed assessment, and the valuation it 
bears a fixed proportion to the annual value of the house, would you be enabled, 
by the mere use of a pen and ink, or of a slate and pencil, to ascertain from the 
assessment, and the sum per pound mentioned in the assessment, the parish 
sessment which is chargeable upon each house? — ^Exactly. I have a scale in the 
office, and which scale was well examined in the year 1835 , and half a farthing 
only was found difference between me and the one charged. 

550. Was that in consequence of a change in the currency ? — It was. 

551. Then, after the assessment is once made, and you have the mmsters 
money returns in your possession, it is a mere matter of arithmetic putting down 
the precise sum to each party ? — Notliing more ; and if I charge a shilling or 
two too much, the payer will soon be at my house to know why it is so. 
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55'2. Now, my learned friend has asked you about the entry of the ministers’ W. Maguire, Esq. 

money, being 1 1 in the column that represents, and you told my learned friend * 

the actual claim was tlie ministers’ right to receive 1 K«. on that house? — In 19 March i8u8. 
the returns of the vestrj^ clerk they enter what the minister has to receive. 

553- You said the ordinary rule is the ministers’ money, one shilling in the 
pound ■, is that the valuation ? — Yes. 

^ 554. Eleven shillings ministers’ money will represent 1 W. as the value of the 
house? — Yes. 

555. Now, my learned friend has asked you as to the rate varying in one or 
two other parishes, and I tlrink you said it was owing to some application to the 
Privy Council ; first of all it was Is., and now it is 6c?.?~It is now 6d. to the 
minister. 

Then in that case the entry of 1 1 in the column of the minis ters’ money, 
would represent 22 Z. of annual valuation? — No, II/.; you are alluding to 
Grange Gorman, where there was a reduction. 

557. In that case, in a return from Grange Gorman, where there is a reduction, 
the entiy of 1 1 would represent an annual valuation of 22 ,/. ? — That I took no 
notice of ; the valuation, as originally made, I tliink, was a higher rate, and was 
reduced in order to assimilate with tlie old paving-tax. 

558. Then, you mean it would appear in the book as a rate upon 22 /., and 
you would only receive half that rate?— Less than half; itw^as by a scale, in 
order to bring the assessment tliat is to be received now as it was then. 

559. Whatever the proportion between the Grange Gorman money and the 
valuation of the ministers’ money, or in whatever way you assess that as a basis 
for a valuation, is it not invariable from year to year ? — It is ; there is no alteration. 

560. The same rates were paid in 1836 as were paid in 1837 ? — Yes, and the 
same sums demanded. 

561. Only that in that place you receive less in the maximum which you 
might demand? — It is an exception by the direction of Government. 

562. And yon have been asked about the door numbers, and you say there 
are frequent changes in the door numbers of tlie different streets in Dublin ? — 

There are. 

563. Is it the business of the collectors to acquaint you with any alterations 
of that kind ? — Wlien an alteration is made officially, the collector alters in his 
book the numbers. 

564. From what it was to what it has become r — ^Exactly so. 

565. And then I presume it would appear in the next year’s book in the 
altered shape?— Yes, it is corrected in the next year’s book. 

566. Now, as to the name ; what is the course of business as to putting the 
name in the collector’s book ; what is the course of office as to entering the 
names winch appear in the collector’s book ? — You enter the landlord’s name 
when it can be found ; if the person paying the tax wishes the name inserted in 
the book, the collector does so, and then he malces no inquiry whether he is the 
landlord or the tenant. 

567. So that I understand the course is, the collector t^es the direction of 
the person paying the tax as to the name which he is to insert in his book ?— 

Yes, he does so ff the person wishes it. 

568. Those are the ministers’ money hooks, are they not?— Yes, they are the 
parochial returns. 

\They were, put 7K.] 

569. These are the collectors’ books ? — Yes, produced by me. 

\^They were put in.'] 

570. And those are the tax-ledgers which Mr. Dillon produces ?— Yes. 

[They were put in.] 

571. Just look at those papers, and tell me what they are ? — These are valuation 
returns for paving purposes. 

[They were put in.] 

572. Then I understand you that those are adopted as the basis of valuation in 
the business of the ministers’ money and watch money ? — Just so. 

573 - Is that the paving valuation? — Yes. 

[It was put in.] 
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574 . Can you tell to what parish it applies ?— To all the parishes in Dublin. 

575 . "When there happens to he no valuation, either by the ministers’ money 

■ the watch money, then the commissioners make their own valuation?— Yes. 

576 . Is that another of the same kind? — Yes. 

577 . Is that another ? — Yes. 

\_The two Papers were put in."] 

TAr. Roebuck was heard to argue that the paper alleged to have been 
produced by the sitting Members in evidence, was not evidence given by 
them, and therefore did not take away their right to reply. 

Mr. Wrangkam was heard in answer. 

Mr. Hutton was heard in reply. 

The Committee decided that the paper having been put in, could not be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. Keatinge then stated, that he should not address the Committee in 
summing up the evidence, but would leave Mr. Roebuck to address them, 
and he would then reply to him. 

^he Committee then adjourned till To-morrow morning, at Eleven o’clock. 



Martis, 20° dkMartii, 1838. 



LORD SEYMOUR in the Chaib. 



The names of the Members were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Roebuck was heard to argue that the vote of Joseph Ormsby ought 
not to he struck off the poll. He contended that the question in this case 
was substantially a penal question ; that it involved three propositions ; first, 
it must be a legal rate ; secondly, the party must be liable to the tax ; 
and, thirdly, it must be proved he had not paid the tax. He contended 
on the first point the rate was not a legal rate, because the first ingredient 
in a rate was the assessment ; and the next was, that various sums were 
to be paid in consequence of certain property ; and, thirdly, there was to 
be a specification of the properties that were to pay the various sums ; 
this had not been done ; but he contended that even if all these things had 
been done, still there was no rate. He referred to 47 Geo. 3, c. 109, 
s. 36, and to 54 Geo. 3, c. 221, s. 2, as showing v/ho had the power to 
make the rate. He then read sections 35 and 36, and contended, that the 
power to make the rate w'as in the commissioners alone, and that tlieir 
authority could not be delegated. He then read the 13th section, and con- 
tended that tire commissioners had only complied with one of the ingredients 
requisite, viz., making the assessment, and not having complied with 
the other two, the rate was void. He then referred to the case of the 
King against the Ayr and Calder Navigation, in Barnewell and Cresswell’s 
Reports, and contended that, if it were an English rate, it clearly could not 
stand ; he also referred to Chitty’s Burn’s Justice. He then took a 1 ^- 
tinction betrveen the two rates of 1836 and 1837, and asked the decision 
of the Committee separately upon them ; he then contended that the 
objection could not have been taken to the rate by way of appeal, because, 
in the first place, it was no rate at all ; for that proposition he cited a 
judgment of Lord Kenyon ; he then contended that, by the Act, there was 
clearly no appeal against the rate, because nobody could alter it. 

Mr. Keatinge was then heard in answer, and he contended, first, that it 
was not a penal question ; that the franchise could only be exercised on 
a condition precedent, viz. first paying the taxes. He then contended that 
there was no analogy between fte present case and the poor’s-rate assess- 
ment of England.^ He then referred to the 36th section of 47 Geo. 3, 
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c. 109, and to tlie 2d section of 54 Geo. 3, c. 221, and contended that, 
as the word “ applotment,” was not to be found in that section, it was 
not necessary to have the three ingredients contended for on the other 
side. He contended that the Act did not give a discretion to the com- 
missioners to charge persons as they pleased, but it was limited, and they 
were bound to adopt certain modes of valuation. He then referred to the 
37th section of 47 Geo 3, c. 109, and argued, that the document which 
was put in evidence was both assessment and applotment ; but he con- 
tended that, even if that were not the case, the applotment was not necessary, 
and the assessment alone was sufficient. He then read the assessment, and 
the 13th section of 47 Geo. 3, c. 109, and he contended that the commis- 
sioners were entitled to delegate their authority ; but, even if there had been 
any irregularity, section 127, which gave the power of appeal, would cure 
that. He then referred to the judgment of Lord Mansfield, in the case of 
Hutchins against Chambers, first Burrowes, 580, and to the judgment of 
Lord Kenyon, in the case of Durrant against Bryce and Burgess, 6th 
Term Reports, 580, and to the judgment of Mr. Justice Bayley, in the 
case of Curtis against the Kent Waterworks, 7th Barnewell and Cress- 
weU, as authorities showing the parties were bound to appeal. He then 
contended that there was a certain duty cast upon the commissioners, and 
that the commissioners had discharged that duty by the assessment in 
question. 

Mr. Roebuck was then heard in reply to the cases cited by Mr. Keatinge, 
and he referred to the statute of Elizabeth, and to the 17 Geo. 2, s. 127, 
and contended that the power of appeal was only against certain penalties 
which might be infiicted by the commissioners. 

The Committee-room was then ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in and informed, that the Com- 
mittee were unanimously of opinion that the rate for the year 1836 was a 
valid rate, and that the rate for year 1837 was also a valid rate. 



Mr. Benjamin Smith was called in ; and having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Wranghwm, as follows : 

578. WERE you in the last year a collector of the pa^dng-tax in the parish of 
St. Nicholas Without ? — ^Yes. 

579. I mean the veai* 1837 ? — Yes. 

580. Did you receive the rate or any part of the rate for that year for the 
premises 77, Francis-street, and, if so, when ; is that your collector’s book ?— Yes. 

581 . I am asking vou at present for the rate as to 1837 ; I am not asking as 
to tlie arrears of 1 836 ? — Yes. 

552. For the year 1837 ? — On the 4th of October I received the entire year s 
tax. 

553. For 77, Francis-street? — Yes, for the tax commencing on the 5th of 
January. 

584. Do I understand you, that, till the 4th of October 183/, you had received 
no portion of the paving-tax chargeable upon the house / 7 , Francis-street, for the 
year 1837? — [No answer.'] 

Mr. Austin asked to see the rate upon No 77, Francis-street. 

[The Tax Ledger and the Collector's Booh were handed to him.] 

5S5. Commitiee.] Is the block you refer to No. 1,928 ? — It is. 

586. Mr. 'Wranghain.] Is that the ledger number or the block number ?~Tlie 
ledger number. 

587. What is the number of the receipt? — No. 1,551. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Austin. 



588. When did you receive the tax for 18361 — On the 8th of June 18^’ 

589. The tax for 1836 was received on the 8th of June 1837, was it?-- Yes. 

590. You received the whole that was due for 1836, whatever it was, in June 



1837 ?-No. 
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5Q1. Did what you received iu June 1837 clear off 1836 ? — Yes, it did. 

592. Did you eet a warrant to collect the tax in the year 1837 ? — Yes. 

593 - When; did you get any warrant in the year 1837 to collect the tax? — 
We had, sir, but they have been lately renewed. 

594. When did you get the renewed warrants ; how long before the collection? 
— Within three months. 

595. Can you, by looking at the paper, tell the Committee more accurately? 
— Within these three months we got new warrants. 

.‘196. To collect the rate of 1837 , do you mean?~We gave up our warrants, 
and then they were renewed. 

597 * When did you get yourwarrant? — When Iwas first appointed, and then 
after that they renewed them, and we were obliged to give up the old ones. 

598. "^en did you get the warrants you acted upon? — I cannot precisely 
ascertain. 

599. As precisely as you can? — I might, perhaps 

600. Have you got any thing, upon reference to which you will be able to 
speak accurately as to the time ? — I have in my pocket a warrant wliich would 
refresh my memory. 

60 1 . Just look at it ? — 

Mr. Wrangham objected to the witness looking at the paper, on the 
ground that it was an endeavour to get at the contents of a written docu- 
ment by vivd voce evidence. 

Mr. Austin was heard in answer. 

Mr. Wrangham was heard in reply. 

602. CommiMee.'] Is there any writing of yours upon tlie paper you have got in 
your pocket ? — No. 

A Member stated, that unless Mr. Thesiger could give some reason why 
it would be injurious for the witness to refresh liis memory, some of the 
Members were of opinion he should be allowed to look at it. 

Mr. Thesiger said, tlie strict rule of evidence was, that he should not 
look at it. 

603. Committee.'] How long is it since you received the warrant ; is it three 
months or four months, or five months? — It is within six months ; about four 
or five months, I should rather tliink. 

604. Which are you speaking to ; are you speaking of the first warrant or the 
exchanged one? — The exchanged one was about four or five months ago. 

605. When did you receive the w'arrant for 1837 ? — I cannot tell exactly to 
a month. 

606. Do you know at all the period at which you received the former warrant ? 
— It was at the time of my appointment. 

607. What time was that? — About three years ago. 

608. Then you were collector in 1836 as well as J 837 ? — I was. 

609. Do you receive a new warrant on changing your parish in collecting? 
— ^No. 

610. Was your warrant ever renewed except this last time ? — No. 

Mr. Austin said the l^t answers to the questions put by the Com- 
mittee were quite sufficient. 

Cl 3. Mr. Austin^ Had you that document when you received the tax in 
October ? 

Mr. Thesiger objected to the question. 

C12. Committee.] You answered, to a question put to you of “ When did you 
receive the tax for 1836 ?” you said, “ The 8th of June “ Did that clear ofi" 
1836 ?” “ It did.” Did you receive the whole tax on the 8th of June?— No, 
one-half. 

613. The question is, when did you receive the tax for 1836 ? — It was the 
one-half that in arrear ; I received the entire of the tax on the 4 th of October. 

A Member stated it was quite necessary the Committee should know 
under what authority he collected the tax. 

The 
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The Chairman asked Mr. Thesiger whether he intended to show any 
authority by which he is collector. 

Mr. Thesiger stated he did not, and read the section of the Act to show 
he was not called upon so to do. 

Mr. Ktatinge stated, the evidence already given concluded his case as 
to this vote. 

Mr. Thesiger applied to Mr. Austin to know what his objections were 
to the rate. 

Mr. Austin stated it was Mr. Thesiger’s duty to substantiate his objec- 
tion to the vote, and they would have to reply to it. 

Mr. Thesiger stated that as the objection was to the statute in this 
case, and therefore a preliminary objection, Mr. Austin was bound to 
argue his objection first. 

The room was ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in and informed, that the Committee 
had determined that the counsel for the Petitioner must proceed to sum 
up his case with respect to this vote. 

Mr. Thesiger applied to the Committee for an adjournment. 

[The Committee adjourned till Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 



Mercurii, 21* die Martii, 1838- 



LORD SEYMOUR IN THE Chair. 



The names of the Members were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Thesiger was heard to sum up the case for the Petitioners on the 
vote of Joseph Ormsby, and to argue that the vote ought to be struck off 
the poll. He stated that the disqualification arose from the 5th section of 
the Act, and die oath in Schedule B., and (after reading the section and 
the oath) he contended that there was no hardship in the party b^g 
obliged to pay the tax before voting, because it was by that he acquired 
the right to vote ; that it was absolutely necessary that the rate should 
be paid before voting, as a test of the solvency of the party at the time of 
the election ; because in Ireland the registration lasts for eight years. 
The first objection which he had been informed would be raised on the 
other side was, that there was no proof of more than half-a-ye^ s to 
being in arrear ; but it appeared that the whole of the tax was paid on the 
4th of October 1837, and therefore the party himself cle^ly con^dered 
the tax payable in advance. He then referred to the 47th Geo. 3, sec. 
40, and to the 54th Geo. 3, sec. 7, as showing the tax was payable m 
advance. In the present case the tax was due on the 2d of July, a,nd the 
voter had not paid any part of it at that time, and thus it was clear he 
was more than six months in arrear. The next objection on the other 
side was, that the voter himself was not rated ; his name was niff m the 
assessment, nor in the receipt, and therefore he could not be hable. In 
answer to this objection he submitted that there was no analogy betw^n 
the Paving Act in the present case and the English poor’s-rate. He 
then referred to the 27th section of the English Reform Act, the 36th 
section of the Paving Act, and the second section of the 64th Geo. d, 
and contended there was no necessity to name the person at aU, but that 
it would be quite sufficient to name the property, the rate bemg pnmaruy 
upon the property, and not upon the person, except m respect o sue 
property, and in concluding his answer to this point, he refeired to h 
Geo 3, sec. 44: 54th Geo. 3. sec. 9 and 10; and also to the minutes of 
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the Committee on the last Dublin election of the 4th of March 1836, as 
a case in point. The third objection was, that no evidence had been 
given of tli collector’s authority ; against this he contended that, if there 
were no collector at all, still the assessment having been made, the tax was 
due and payable ; and he referred to the 17th section of the 47th Geo. 3, 
as showing that the act of the officer was conclusive evidence of his 
appointment, and also to Philhps on Evidence, page 226, as supporting 
that view. He then contended that a Committee ot the House of Com- 
mons was to be considered the same as any court of law or equity, and 
referred to a section in the Act in confirmation of that proposition. He 
then referred to the 15th section, by which he submitted no warrant 
appeared to be necessary for the appointment of the collector ; but he 
contended upon the evidence in this case there was a warrant. He then 
stated the fourth objection, that the party was not liable to pay the pay- 
ing-tax, unless there had been a previous demand made upon him, and 
submitted there was nothing in the Act which made a demand a neces- 
sary preliminary to the tax being due and payable, there being no analogy 
in this case between the poor’s-rate of England and the present paving- 
tax. "With respect to the scot and lot voter, there was no Act saying he 
should pay all taxes due and payable from him, “if demanded;” and 
referred to the 27th section of the English Reform Act, as showing that all 
taxes must be paid even without demand. He then referred to the 5tli 
section of the Irish Reform Act, and to the 44th section of the Paving 
Act. He observed the words were “ neglect or refuse in this case there 
was neglect, and the debt and the remedy could not be separated. The 
debt was clearly existing prior to the demand, as appeared by the case of 
Lloyd and Heathcote, 5th Bayley Moore, p. 129, and the judgments of 
Chief Justice Dallas and Mr. Justice Burrough. He then referred to the 
case of Thomas Walsh, on the former Dublin election petition, in which 
the Committee decided that no demand was necessary, and observed, there 
was no hardship in the case, because he got his qualification by payment. 
He stated, the last objection was, that the person was the occupier of a 
shop, and therefore not liable to the rate at all. After referring to the 
affidavit of Ormshy, he observed, there was no evidence to show that the 
shop did not constitute the whole of the premises ; he then referred to the 
5th section of the Irish Reform Act, and contended, that if the shop were 
not a Slop upon which the party was entitled to vote, he could not have 
been registered. It was clear, therefore, the shop was either the whole of 
the premises, or that he held such other part of the premises, as, witli the 
shop, constituted the premises the tax was assessed upon. He then 
refeiTed to the 36th and 44th sections of the Paving Act, and also to the 
proceedings of the Committee on the former Dubhn election petition of 
1 1th of March 1836, and referred to Hugh Herbert’s case, in Faulkner 
and Fitzherbert’s Reports, as showing a lodger was not entitled to vote. 

Mr. Aiistin was then heard in answer to Mr. Thesiger, and contended, 
he was not bound by the decision of the former Dublin Committee ; he 
argued that there was no proof that the voter had not paid the taxes due 
and payable. In construing the Refonn Act and other Acts, it was neces- 
sary to have the clearest evidence before a voter could be disfranchished. 
Nothing could be so ill contrived as the 5th section of the Irish Reform 
Act, because the voter was bound to swear by that section whether four 
or five different taxes, of the assessment of which he might know nothing, 
were paid. The voter might not suppose that he was liable to the tax, 
or that it was a municipal tax, and he takes his oath that he had paid all 
taxes ; the consequence might be, that a biU might be preferred before 
the grand jury for perjury. He then stated that he should not take the 
points in the same order that Mr. Thesiger took them : the first answer 
he should give would be to the objection that Joseph Ormshy was not 
rated, and that his name was not in the rate. He stated that the voter 
was rated for a shop and apartments, whereas in the collector’s book the 
name appeared as Riley, No. 77, Francis-street ; therefore, upon the face 
of it, the voter was not rated. He contended that the fact was, that the 
names of the parties were inserted in the rate, and that it was a rate upon 

persons 
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persons and not upon property. He referred to the English Poor-rate 
Act, as showing that the rate should contain, not only the name, but the 
property. He then referred to the 36th section of the Irish Act, and 
contended that, by analog)^ to the English Act, it was necessary to have 
both name and property in the rate. He then stated that the 2d 
section made it chargeable on the premises and the tenant or occupier, 
and therefore it was just as much a personal charge in Dublin as it was 
in England. He then referred to the 44th section of the Act, and also 
to the 8 th section of 54 George 3, and he then contended, that if the 
name was not in the rate, the party could not appeal, because he would 
know nothing of the rate. 

A Member asked who paid the previous rate. 

Mr. Austin stated it was Riley. He then referred to the 44th section, 
to show that it was necessary to put the name in the rate in order to give 
effect to the different clauses ; and he contended that in this case Riley 
was the person charged, and therefore no tax was due and payable by 
Onnsby. 

The Chairman asked if Mr. Austin meant to argue that the commis- 
sioners could not have enforced payment from Joseph Ormsby. 

Mr. Austin said they could not, because they could not have brought 
an action against Joseph Ormsby ; tliey might have distrained upon his 
goods, if he had any. He then referred to the 44th section. 

Mr. Thesiger stated, that it was against the proprietor, and the action 
might be brought against the proprietor of the goods and chattels. 

Mr. Austin contended, they could only bring the action against the 
party charged. 

A Member asked if the rate for 1837 had been paid by Riley or 
Onnsby. 

Mr. Hutton stated it was in the name of Riley. 

Mr. Thesiger stated, that the payment was on the 4th October. 

Mr. Austin contended, that the assessment referred to the house, and 
not to the shop, and therefore Joseph Ormsby could not have.been rated, 
because he was only a lodger. 

A Member asked if there was any evidence to show that Ormsby was 
rated at all. 

Mr. Austin stated, that there was not ; and he then stated, that the tax- 
ledger contained the words “ inhabitants Hable to the tax for paving 
and he argued, that therefore the commissioners considered they were 
bound to have the name inserted. 

A Member asked if it were admitted on both sides that the block 
receipt w'as in the name of Riley. 

Mr. TAestyer stated it w^. 

A Member stated, that Mr. Thesiger had not shown that the point had 
been previously decided, that the tax had been paid by somebody else. 

Mr. Thesiger referred to Walsh’s evidence on the last Dublin election, 
and read the evidence in that case. 

Tire Chairman stated, that it was the desire of the Committee that he 
should stop the counsel, because the majority of the Committee were of 
opinion that the vote of Joseph Ormsby was not a bad vote, as far as 
this objection went. 

Mr. Thesiger asked the Committee to say on what point it was that 
the Committee had decided. 

The Chairman stated, that the point first put was, that Joseph Ormsby 
was not put on the rate by name. 

A Member stated, that the point decided was, that Joseph Ormsby did 
not owe any taxes. 

^'3. G ON 
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minutes of evidence taken before the SELECT 

ON THE VOTE OF THOMAS KEOGH, a Dairyman, 
No. 7 , WaEs-lane, register 217 . 



George Archer, Esq., was called ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Keatinge, as follows : 



614. DO you produce the affidavit of Thomas Keogh ? — I do. 

[The Affidavit was put in.'\ 

Cross»examined by Mr. Austin. 

615. You say this is the affidavit of Mr. Keogh, do you ?— Yes. 

6i'6. Is there not another affidavit of Thomas Keogh, No. 324 ?— Yes. 

617. You were present at the election, were you not? — No, I was not. 

618. Did you see any part of the election? — No, I cannot say I did; I 
remained in my office all the time. 

619. Were you not in the assessor’s room? — ^Never. 

620. Who produces the affidavits at the election when they are called for?— 

Our deputies. , , , . , 

621. The bundles of affidavits are carried into the booths, and brought here ? 



— res. 11-1 

622. There is a great bustle, and they are produced in a hurry, are they 

not ? — Yes. ... 

623. Was not the bustle and the hurry greater at the last election than ever 
you have known it before ? — I do not know it was greater. 

624. Committee.'] Did it appear on whose affidavit the voter voted?-[A^u 
answer^ 

Mr. Keatinge read the affidavit, and stated the date was 7 November 
1832 , and the number was 217 . He then stated that the next document 
was the poU book, which contained the number of the registry, and the 
rate on which the voter voted, and that the franchise was there inserted 
as a householder, and the residence was No. 7 , Walls-lane. 



William Maguire, Esq., Was then called; and, having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Keatinge, as follows : 

625. WILL you produce the tax-ledger of the years 1836 and. 1837 for the 
parish of St. Nicholas Without ?— 

Mr. Austin stated, the objection could not be sustained, because the 
party h.ad quitted these premises, and was not entitled to vote for them, 
but that he had been re-registered for other premises, and that was the 
right on which he voted. 

Mr. Keatinge was heard in answer. 

A Member asked what was the number of the other affidavit. 

Mr. Austin stated, 324 . 

A Member asked if there was any such number on the poll. 

Mr. Austin stated, there was not. 

Mr. Keatinge asked if the document was to be considered as evidence, 
and, if so, whose evidence it was. 

Mr. Austin stated, it was not evidence on either side, but it was on the 
table. 

A Member stated, that the second affidavit was the affidavit that mi^t 
ultimately come before the Committee, because it was quite deaf that the 
man could not have voted for the premises on the first affidavit 

Mr. Keaiinge then argued, that the vote should be struck off, and he 
contended that the second affidavit would not affect the question, because 
there was no proof of the identity of the two parties ; but even if there 
was proof that he was the same person, still the first affidavit would be 
the document on which the deciaon would rest. 

Mr. Austin was then heard in answer, and he contended that in an 
English election a man could not be struck off the poll where there were 
two men, unless it were shown which of the two men was to be 
off ; and he contended that the error a:bout the affidavit was not the fau 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




COMMITTEE on tU DUBLIN (CITY) ELECTION PETITION. 51 

tVifi voter, but of the poU-cIerk ; but, even supposing it was the mistake m Mureh 11 
of the voter, that would not be sufficient to strike him off the poll, 
because if the voter had two separate rights of voting, and had voted on 
the wrong one, that would not exclude him. And he contended there 
was no evidence to show whether this man polled for the certificate or 
affidavit. 

The Committee decided, that it was not made out that Thomas Keogh 
had no right to vote. 

A Member asked whether the decision in the case of Joseph Ormsby 
decided more cases than that one. 

Mr. A.ustin stated, he believed it decided all that class. 

Mr Keatings stated, he understood the Committee to decide that the 
objection to the vote of Joseph Ormsby was overruled; but he was not 
prepared to say whether it had decided the whole class or not. 



ON THE VOTE OF THOMAS CREEVY, of Blackhall-market, 

No. 465, on the register. 

The affidavit of Thomas Creevy was put in, sworn the 20th October 1832. 

The entry in the poll book was read, described the voter as No. 475, by trade a 
butcher; residence, Blackhall-market, and the franchise, householder. 

William Maguire, Esq., was again called; and Examined by Mr. Keatings, 
as follows : 

626. DO you produce the tax-ledger for the parish of St. Nicholas Without, w. Maguire, Eiq. 

for the years 1836 and 1837 ?. — I do. n 

627. Do you find the name of Thomas Creevy, of Blackhall-market, there ?— 

I find the name of Creevy in the tax-ledger of 1837. 

628. Of what place?— No. 2 , Blackhall-row. 

629. Will you look to the entry of No. 4, Blackhall-market, and tell me what 
that is ?— It is “ ditto Creevy.” 

620. You have Creevy entered here 2, 3, 4 and 5?— Yes. 

■ 631. Wliat do Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5 represent? — ^The numbers of the respective 

Tliroughout tliis book you have the entries of the surnames, have you 
not? — Yes. 

Under the head of names ? — ^Yes. . 

634. That is a collector’s book you identified a day or two ago, is it not . 

635. The collector’s book of what parish or walk ?— St. Nicholas Without. 

636. And including in it the Blackhall-market ?— Yes. 

637 Was that book given out by you to the colector for 1837 .—It was, 

638. Does there appear out of No. 4, in BlackhaU-market, to be any arrear 
due in 1837 for the antecedent year?— There does. 

639. What arrear? — Nineteen shilhngs and four-peime. 

64m What is the whole amount of the tax payable by tins party ’—Nineteen 
shillings and fourpence on the house No. 4 Blackhall-mmkrt. 

64K What was his arrear of the 5th of January 1837 ?— On that day he owed 
two yeara’ paving-tax at 19s- 4d. per annum. o v 

642. Does that include the tax due on the 5th „„„ 

643. WeU, now, on the 4th of January, how much ffid he ' 

6^. Will you go hack to the year 1836 ?-On the 5th of January 1 836. 

645. On the 4th of January 1837, how much did he owe , 

646. Mr. Austin.'] That money he owed for the year 1836, did he not . 

Yes. 

647' Mr. Keatinge.] Now, according to what valuation is the tax in this 
parish chargeable ? — According to the ministers valuation. xrpnr 

648. And that is the coUector’s book which you gave out to him for the year 

Did I understand you tha^t in the tax 
the surnames ; and in the hook you give out, there is the name o . m 
703. O 2 
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21 March 1838. 



Mr. Benj. Smith. 



the boot I gave out, Thomas is entered ; but, in copying it in the tax-ledger, they 
put down “ ditto” to the name of Creevy. ’ ^ 

650. Does “ Thomas” appear any wherein the tax-ledger? — No. 

651. Mr. Keatinge.] Are the collectors’ books made out from tlie tax-ledger ?— 
No ; they are copied into the tax-ledger. 

652. Committee.'] That alteration is made by the party who makes that parti- 
cular part of the assessment, the valuation from the ministers’ money, &c., is it? 
— The collectors’ books being made by me, I endeavour to be as accurate as I 
can ; but in copying the name, into the tax-ledger, of Creevy, there are two 
brothers, and they have between them three or four houses, and the clerk, in 
copying the tax-ledger, has written down “ ditto,” and omitted “ Thomas.” 

Cross-examined by Mr. Austin. 

653. Are you at all acquainted with the fact as to whether or not the door- 
numbers are correct in that book or not? — In the market the door numbers are 
correct. 

654. How do you know that ?— From my own local knowledge. 

655. Have you examined it with the book ? — No, not vdth the book. 

656. Are not the door numbers of the stalls in the market constantly changing? 
— No, not in the market ; there has been no alteration for many years. 

Re-examined by Mr. Thesiger. 

657. I believe you are familiarly acquainted with all the houses and the 
numbers in the parish, are you not ?— Tolerably well ; I have been 35 years. 

[The Witness then withdrew. 

Mr. Benjamin Smithwas then called i and, having been sworn, was Examined bv 
Mr. Keatinge, as follows : 

658. ARE you in the employment of the Dublin Paving Board ?— I am. 

659. As a collector ? — Yes. 

660. Did you collect for the year 1837 in any parish? — Yes. 

661. Is Blackhall-market within the parish for which you collected r — It is. 

662. That is the book furnished to you by the officer of the Paving Board to 
enable you to make the collection, is it not 1 — Yes. 

663. Will you look at No. 4, Blackhall-market ; do you see the name of 
Thomas Creevy ? — I do. 

664. Did Thomas Creevy pay you any paving or lighting tax in the year 
1837? — There is no teix paid in the j'^ear 1837. 

665. I am not asking has he pdd it for 1837, but did he in the year 1837 pay 
you any tax?— He did in the year 1837 pay for 1836. 

666. On what day in 1837?— On the 27th of November 1837. 

667. He paid you, how much ? — He paid me one year, 19s. 4d. : that was for 
1836. 

668. After he was returned to you in arrear for 1836 ?— Exactlv. 

669. Is the tax for 1837 still due?— It is. 

670. Did you ever apply to him for it ? — Always ; whenever there is two years 
due, we always apply for two years. 

671. Did you, in point of fact, apply ? — I did. 

672. When, do you remember ; did you apply in 1837? — ^Yes. 

673. When? — Frequently. 

®74* Give as near to the period as you can? — I should imagine, perhaps, 
about March. o ’ r 

675. Did you make any subsequent application? — I was obliged to apply fre* 
quently ; a hundred times in some cases. 

676. Did you apply more than once at this particular house ?— I did. 

^ 077. Your first application was about March, as well as you can recoUect? — 

cables you to say that the first application must have been about 
March 1837 . Because we generally get these books out about that time of the 
year ; m the early part of the year we get the best parishes, which is about the 

latter end of Jjmuary or February, and then thg others. 

679. Then 
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670. Then, in those cases, according to the book furnished to you, when you 
find the party owes two years, is it your duty to apply for payment?— I always 
apply for what is due. 

6S0. And you did apply in this case about March? — I should think so; I 
always do. 

681. How often may you have applied? — Frequently. 

682. In what months ? — For several months ; no pai’ticular month. 

683. In what months did you apply? — I might have applied in March, and 
perhaps for several months afterwards, and occasionally called at the house. 

684. Can you swear positively that you did apply frequently ? — I can. 

Cross-examined by Mr, Austin. 

685. Where do you live? — ^No. 51, Caper-street. 

686. You say you received in March the tax due for 1836? — Yes. 

687. Do I understand you to say you had applied for the tax for 1837 in that 
year ? — Yes. 

688. Will you undertake to swear, from your own personal recollection, that 
you applied for the tax of 1837 ? — I can only say from my general habits ; I can- 
not say as to any one particular house, but from my general habits. 

689. Do I understand you to say you will not undertake to swear you have 
called at that house ? — I will, 

6go. When ?• — Several times. 

^ 6gi. Name one time? — I cannot name any particular day ; it would be impos- 
sible, having 6,000 or 6,000 houses, to recollect each house. 

692. Would it be impossible to make a memorandum ? — No. 

693. I do not ask you what you may have done from the course of office ; 
will you undertake to say you have personally called upon Thomas Creevy at 
any time ? — I will swear I have called there. 

694. Will you undertake to say in what month you have called there ; mind, 
you are upon your oatli ? — I can say from about the month of March I called 
ttiere several times. 

695. Will you mention a single month in which you called there which you 
will swear to? — I cannot distinctly swear to any particular month. 

696. Will you sw-ear about last August you cdled there? — I have seven diffe- 
rent parishes. 

697. Will you undertake to swear about August you ever called upon Thomas 
Creevy at all ? — I will. 

698. You personally called there ? — Yes. 

699. Do you recollect it ? — I do, and previously to that. 

700. Whom did you see ; will you swear you called before August, because 
I will just fix you agEun to that ; recollect yourself, if you can ? — To the best of 
my belief I did ; I cannot positively swear it. 

701. Will you undertake to swear you called upon Thomas Creevy before the 
month of August 1 837 ? — I do not see why I should pass him over ; I am 
speaking from the habit I have ; I do not see why I should pass him by ; I know 
nothing about the man different from any other man ; I had nothing to fix upon 
my mind there was any thing particulai- to remark it. 

702. I do not ask you about your habit ; I ask whether you will swear you 
called upon this particular man, Thomas Creevy, before the month of August ? 
—I cannot do it in any other way. 

703. Do I understand you to say you have no memorj’-? — Nothing ; but I do 
not think I passed bh-n over. 

704. Do you mean to swear you have any personal recollection of it at all ; 
have you any recollection of going to his house ? — I have. 

705. When? — ^What particular day of the year I cannot tell. 

706. Will you swear you went before August ? — Why, I should rather think 
I had, but I will not swear positively, because the eai’ly part of the year I gene- 
rally go to all the houses, and I do not think I passed him by. 

707. I understand you to say, you will not now swear you personally recollect 
calling upon Thomas Creevy before August ? — I cannot recollect each individual. 

708. Let us stick to Thomas Creevy, if you can ?— I do not know Thomas 
from John. 

709. Do I understand you to say you will not swear that you called there be- 
fore the month of August ? — To the best of my belief I have done so. 

703. G 3 Will 



Mr. Benj. Smith, 
21 Marcli 1838. 
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710. Will you swear you have done so, or Eot, from your personal recollec- 

tion ; do you recollect any thing about it ; have you any memory at all about 
it?— I cannot say. 19 v- 

711. Have you any memory about it at all . Yes. 

712. When did you go? — In the course of the year; my collection only 
requires me to do so, and I get the money in as well as I can. 

713. Do you mean to swear, even since the month ot August, that you called 
there, from your own memory r — I will swear I have called several times in the 
course of the year ; at what period I cannot say. 

714. Do you know what the question is that I am askmg you?— You are 
sometimes so abstmse I cannot say. 

715. Have you any recollection ?— I cannot swear to the day, nor perhaps 
to the month, but I can swear during the year I called. 

716. Whether before August or not you will not swear? — I rather think it 
was before August. 

7 17. But you will not swear whether it was before August or not ?— No. 

718. Now, do you say you have received you say you have received the 

tax for 1836 from Thomas Creevy?— I do not know whether it was Thomas 
Creevy or not. 

719. You are the person who gave the receipt, are you not ? — 1 am. 

720. Now, do you undertake to swear that ; did you give him the receipt?— 
In those markets they ai-e very hard to know them ; there are frequently two 
houses of the same number. 

721. And sometimes the numbers are incorrect, are they not? — The numbers 
do not agree, perhaps, with the house. 

722. For instance, you would have 3 for 2 , and 5 for 4 ? — ^Yes. 

723. You have two numbers 1 in that very book, have you not ? — Yes. 

724. The numbers there are constantly changing, are they not?— Exactly so; 
they frequently divide one large stall into two, and then vary the numbers, 
especially in these markets. 

725. Ai-e not the numbers constantly varying ? — They do. 

726. Do I understand you to say, when you ascertain it by calculation, you 
do not ascertain the numbers from the mark on the door, but you count the 
houses ? — They do not know very well in these markets. 

727. But you ascertain the number by counting tbe houses ? — ^Yes. 

728. Therefore, it maybe that the number you ascertain from counting the 
houses is a different number from that marked on the door ? — Exactly so ; there 
may be two numbers 4, 1 call it number 2 , and they may call it two numbers 4 . 

729. Now, do you say that Thomas Creevy did not pay you off the tax for 
the year 1837 ? — It is designated in this book that No. 4 has only paid one 
year. 

730. I want to know whether you will undertake to swear that Thomas Creevy, 
of No. 4 in that book, has not paid tbe tax for 1837 ? — I do not know Thomas 
Creevy' from any other person. 

731 . Then, what do you mean, when you say somebody of the name of Creevy 
has paid liis tax for 1836 , and has not paid his tax for 1837 ? — It appears so 
there. 

732. I am asking you about your memory; how is it you will not undertake 
to swear that one Thomas Creevy paid his tax for 1836 , and did not pay his tax 
for 1837 ; let me understand that ? — I mentioned, I do not know Tliomas Creevy , 
I can only say that No. 4 , designated in this book, has only paid one year ; there 
may be another No. 4 in the market that has paid. 

733. May there be another Thomas Creevy in the market who has paid?— 
There may. 

734. Read that — [showing a Paper."] ? — That is not the same. 

735. Now, tell the Committee whether or not you will undertake to swear that 
Thomas Creevy, of No. 4 , has or has not paid his taxes for 1837 ? — I have said 
before I do not know his Christian name. 

736. Then you know nothing about him; is that so? — It is the house, and 
uot the name, that I particularly attend to. 

737. The house you attend to is not the house with the number upon it, but 
it is the house you count witli your fingers?— A collector is required to have 
some sagacity. 
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-!j 8 Will you tell me whether any person of the name of Creevy paid the 
taxes for 1837 ?— I do not know the Christian names nor surnames ; I might 
know many peraons in the principal streets in Dublin ; in the markets 1 do not 
know them ; I am frequently obliged to ask. “ What name am I to put m the 

Now will you tell me you will undertake to say that no Thomas Creewy 
has paid his taxes for 1837 in Blackhall-row ?— Seeing the name of Creevy there, 

I should think their names were Creevy. 

740 Will you undertake to say that no persons of the name of Creevy have 
paid their taxes for 1837 ?— I did not know whether their names were Creevy or 

™741 . You say, somebody or other paid their taxes for 1836 in 183 ? ? — ^Yes, 

742. Where did you see him 1 — In the stall. ^ 

743. Of that stall you ascertained the nnmber by counting, as you state f— Yes. 
744' And you state, in fact, now, this person who paid his taxes in 1836 is 

the one who paid bis taxes in 1837 for the stall, and that you ascertain that stall 
by counting ; is that so ; is it not true, when you say that Thomas Creevy pmd 
his taxes for 1836 in November 1837 , you mean, that in November 1837 somebody 
paid you taxes for 1836 ; and you said that somebody’s door was No. 4 , because 
™ said, as you counted it, it was No. 4 ?— Yes, that is pretty weU. 

’ 745 Now is not that the whole of what you know, and the whole of what you 
can safely swear to this Committee?— Yes, but there might be two numbers 4 ; 
these are very queer kind of fellows here. , . ■ i- 

746. Now, can you teU this ; was there just before or during the election 

were there any payments of taxes in Blackhall-row ? — Yes, there were. 

747 How many were there ; can you tell, by any reference to refresh your 
memory, or any writing, whether there were any other persons who paid their 

taxesiustbeforetheelectionf— There are, in March. , • r .a 

748. There were two Creevys who paid their taxes during the election for the 
year 1837 , were there not?— It appears there were two persons living there who 
have paid, but whether their names were Creevy does hot appear. 

749. Mr. Koatirufe.] What number? — One in No. 3 , and the other m 

^°750. Mr. Austin.] When were you paid; did yon collect them yourself?— I 
have collected the one, but not the other. 

751. You received the one yourself, did you?— Yes. m q, i.j„t 

752. Did you receive the one that was paid for No. 5 or No. 3 f— Not 
No. 3 ; I have No. 5 . 

753. You received No. 5 ; is that so? Yes. 

754 Now, will you undertake to swear, that what you put down there as 
having received for No. 5 , was not pnt down by you as havmg been paid by 
a person living, in fact, at No. 4 ?— One was paid at the office, and the other 
I received upon the place ; this was paid in the office, voluntardy paid, and the 
other was got in my general routine of collection. 

7KK Was it paid in the office for the purpose of enabling the party to vote at 
the election ?— I hardly think so, because many people pay their taxes without 
voting, or intending to vote. , . x- o -v? 

7Sd. But do they happen to do that just at the election time?— No. 

757. Are there not many people who pay their taxes just at the election time . 
““Yes. 

758. "Was the election pending at that very time? ^Yes. 

7^0. When did you receive that?— On the 2 d of Au^st. 

760. What date was that ?— No. 5 was paid on the 2 d of August. 

Re-examined by Mr. Keatinge. 

761. The sumpaidonthe2dofAagustwas,howmuch?— On the 2 dof August 

it was one half year. , .. 

762. How much was that?— Four shillings and ten-pence ; it was the tnst 
payment for the year 1837 5 they are paid on the 5 th 01 Ju ^ 

763. The anrrnal charge on No. 5 is 9 s. 8 d., is it not?— 

764. And it was the half of that that was paid, was it .— 

765. Now, there are four names of Creevy in the market in your , 

766. The 



not ? — Yes. 
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766. The tax paid by each is diiferent for each number, is it not? — Yes. 

767. When you receive the tax you give a receipt for it, I presume, do you 
not ? — ^Yes. 

768. In cases -where there are two corresponding numbers in the street, do you 
enter them so in this book ? — They are entered. 

769. Mr. Austin.'] I was asking you just now about the date; you receive them, 
doyo not ? — Yes. 

770. Now, does it ever happen to you to give a receipt one day, and then put 
down another day upon your block ? — That might occur. 

771. Then you might make a little mistake about the date, I suppose? — -Yes. 

772. Now, about the numbers; that is done in the same fashion, I suppose? 
— ^No, not about the numbers. 

773. Will you look at the date of tliat — [showing a Pafer] — is that your hand- 
writing? — Yes. 

774. Will you look at the date of that ; is not that the block — [showing 
another Paper] ? — ^Yes. 

775. Now, do you not often give receipts, putting one date in the receipt and 
another date on the block? — Not often, unless by mistake and in the hurry of 
filling up the receipt ; we very frequently put the ledger number in it, and then, 
at our leisure, we afterwards fiU it up. 

776. May you not make a mistake in the number of the house, just as well ? 
—Yes. 

777. Might it not happen, after the man has voted, that you made that mis- 
take ? — It might. 

778. In this particular case, might not the man have voted before the date you 
put upon it ? — It might. 

779. Mr. Keatinge.] You stated that you always gave a receipt ? — Yes. 

780. There are twm numbers 1 , in BlackhaU-market, are there not? — Yes. 

781 . If there were two numbers 4 , they would appear in the book also, would 
they not 1 — Yes. 

782. Now, after the long cross-examination you have gone through, I ask you, 
are the taxes for the year 1837 , of the premises, No. 4 , BlackhaU-market, still 
due? — ^They are. 

Mr. Keatinge was then heard to sum up the evidence ; and he argued 
that the vote of Thomas Creevy ought to be struck off the poll. 

Mr. Austin was heard in answer, and he contended that, as it was not 
proved that Thomas Creevy had not paid his rate, the vote ought to be 
retained on the poll. 

The Committee-room -was ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

In consequence of The Speaker being at prayers, the Committee adjourned tiU 
To-morrow morning, at Eleven o’clock. 



Jovis 22 ® die Martii, 1838 . 

JjORD SEYMOUR in the Chaie. 

The names of the Members were caUed over; all present. 

The Committee-room was ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed, that it was the 
opinion of the Committee, that the objection to the vote of Thomas Creevy 
had not been sustained. 

ON 
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’ ON THE VOTE OF JAMES RATTIGAN, 113 on the first day’s poll. 

George Archer, Esq., was called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Wrangham, as follows; 

783. DO you produce the affidavit of Mr. James Rattigan? — I do. 

\The Affidavit was fut in."] 



Mr. Fi'ancis Salmon was then called ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Wrangham, as follows : 

784. WHAT parish or parishes were you the collector of last year? — I was the 
collector of St. Mary’s, south. 

785. Then, part of the parish in which you collected was called Mary’s, south, 
was it? — Yes. 

786. Is the other called Mary, north ? — Yes. 

787. Do you know Mary-street ? — Ido. 

788. Do you know a person of the name of James Rattigan living in that 
street? — ^There is a person of that name ; I do not know birn . 

789. Will you tell the Committee what you mean by saying that there is such 
a person ? — There is a person by the name of Rattigan appears in my book, from 
whom I received paving and lighting tax. 

790. Is that in Mary-street? — ^That is in Mary-street, No. 5 . 

7y 1 . Now, you say you have received paving and lighting tax from him ; will 
you tell the Committee whether you have received from him the paving and 
lighting tax for the year 1 837 ? — I did. 

792. When did you receive the whole or any part of the tax from him ? — By 
referring to my checks I can tell ? — [The Witness referred to his checks'} —It ap- 
pears to be discharged on the 8th,of-September. 

793. Is that a whole year?— Yes, that is the whole year. 

794. Committee.} What year? — 1837 . 

795. Mr. Wrangham.} Then was the whole year’s tax of 1837 due in the 
month of August ? — 

Mr. Hutton objected to the question, 

796. Had he paid you any part of the year’s tax of 1837 previous to the day 
in September when you say you received it ? — I received the annual tax, 
1 /. 2 s. 7 d., on the 8th of September 1837 . 

797. No part had been paid before then, had it ? — I received no money from 
that house till the 8th of September. 

798. You say you are not acquainted with Rattigan ; can you tell us what trade 
was carried on in this house ? — ^A tailoring business. 

799. You say you are not acquainted with this man, living at No. 5 ; do you 
know any other James Rattigan living in Mary-street ?— I do not. 

800. Is there any other person of that name appeam in that street in your 
book ? — ^There does not. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Hutton. 

801. Did you make any memorandum of the business carried on in that 
house ? — No, I did not ; it is quite fresh in my memory. 

802. Are there not any other shops in that street in which the tailoring busi- 
ness is carried on ? —There is some. 

803. How do you happen to recollect so particularly the tailoring business is 
carried on in that house ? — My memory is strong. 

804. You have no personal knowledge of Rattigan yourself at all, have you ? — 
No ; but I received the money from the person who assumed the character of the 
owner of the house. 

805. Is there any memorandum in that book which enables you to say when 

you got that hook ? — We generally receive our first 

806. I am asking you whether there is any memorandum which enables you 
to say distinctly when you received that book ? — It does not appear so. 

807. Then you are not enabled to say when you received it? — No. 
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22 March 1838 . . Mr. Hutton stated, that three points would be raised in answer to the 

objection on the other side j first, on the question as to the necessity of 

demand before the election ; second, that more than half-a-year, viz. the 
second instalment, was not due at the time of the election ; and, thirdly, 
that even assuming the whole tax for the year 1837 to have been due 
before the election, it was due within six months before the election, and 
• therefore was covered by the grace allowed to the voter by the provision 
of the Reform Act. 

Mr. Keatinge was heard to sum up the evidence on the vote of James 
Rattigan ; and he contended, in the first place, that no demand was neces- 
sary, and referred to the 40th section of the Paving Act, and the 7th sec- 
tion of the Reform Act. 

The Chairman asked Mr. Keatinge if he meant to argue that the rate 
was payable whether the assessment had been made or not. 

Mr. Keatinge stated, that he did not mean to argue that the rate could 
be due until the assessment was made, and he then contended that the 
tax was due and payable immediately the assessment was made ; he 
referred to the case of Lloyd v. Heathcote, reported in 5 Bayley Moore. 
He admitted that before any proceedings could be taken, some demand 
must be made ; but that he argued would not affect the present question, 
because a party could not vote under the words of the Act without hav- 
ing paid his taxes. He further argued, that in England the revising bar- 
rister would not have registered a party who said the reason why he bad 
not paid his taxes was, because no demand had been made upon him ; he 
contended that the law enabling a party to register was the same as the 
law entitling a party to vote. He then referred to the judgment of Lord 
Chief Justice Dallas, Mr, Justice Parke and Mr. Justice Burrough, in the 
case of Lloyd v. Heathcote, and he said, it was clear the demand might 
have been made immediately after the assessment was made. He then 
referred to the case of Cullen v. Morris, reported in Corbett and Daniel’s 
election cases, page 168, as a case which would be cited on the other 
side, and stated that that was a case which occurred many years before 
the Reform Act passed. He then read the words of the judgment, and 
contended that the words, “ or at least the second time he went,” made 
the case not a case in point on the present occasion, because at that time 
the voter had actually paid his taxes. He then referred to the T.ngUsh 
Reform Act, the 27th section, as showing the duty of ascertaining the 
taxes payable by the party was cast upon him, and contended that the 
law is not now as it was, because now a household franchise accrued by 
the payment of the taxes. 

A Member asked, in the case which was quoted, viz. the Westminster 
case, whether the party who had tendered his vote, and was objected to, 
did not go again after payment to the place where the objection was 
made. 

Mr. Keatinge stated he did, but he added that the law was entirely 
altered by the Reform Act, as the payment of taxes by that Act was a 
condition precedent to voting. He then referred to the proceedings on 
the former Dublin Election Committee on the vote of Walsh. 

On the second point, that there was no more than half a year due, he 
stated the assessment was dated 2d February, and he referred to the 40th 
section of the 47th George 3, and contended, that under the words of 
that section the whole tax became payable immediately, and the Commis- 
sioners were not compelled to take it by half-yearly instalments. In this 
case half a year became payable on the 2d of February, and the other 
half on 5th July, and therefore on 5th July the whole became payable. 
He then stated, that he could not very well separate the third point from 
the second, because there was nothing in the first day of the Dublin 
election to prevent the collectors of the paving-rate from demanding the 
tax, and they could have distrained for it. 

Mr. Amtin was then heard to argue, that the vote of James Rattigan 
ought to he retained on the poll ; and he contended, in the first place, 

that 
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that no demand was made, and, in the next, that no demand was 
made by any authorized person. There was no way of obtaining even 
the tax but through the medium of the collector, and it must be shown 
that there was a collector duly authorized. The taxes were not col- 
lected untd a demand was made, and the . demand could not be made 
until a collector was appointed. Reputation of the person being a 
collector was only applicable to the commissioners and to the rate- 
payers, but had notliing to do with the vote of a party. He contended, 
that there being no demand, the tax was not due and payable. The words 
of the 5th section were, that not more than one half-year’s taxes was 
then legally due and payable by the voter. The reference to the pajnnent 
of taxes in England had no application, because a party might by possi- 
bility be one year and a half in arrear. In England, a party rated knows 
all about the rate, but in this case it was quite different, because the 
party is quite ignorant of it, and was entirely at the mercy of the com- 
missioners. He then referred to the case of Cullen v. Morris, and con- 
tended, that at time the universal law was, under the scot and lot 
boroughs, that a man should not vote unless he had paid his rates, and 
so it was at present. The law was but qualified, and if it appeared a 
demand had not been made, a man might vote notwithstanding wthe rate 
had not been paid. The words, “ at least the second time,” in the judg- 
ment did not affect the previous language. He stated, there were many 
other cases which were quoted in the case of Walsh in the former Dublin 
election, aU of which went to show that a demand was necessary. If the 
words, “ dueand payable,” in the 36th section, were tobe taken absolutely, 
then the tax must always be due and payable on 5th January, but that 
could not be contended, it was admitted, on the other side. Therefore 
to support the view taken on the other side, some of the words must be 
omitted from the Act. He then contended that the words, “due and pay- 
able,” must be construed with reference to the strict matter of the Act, 
by which it was clear that the demand must be made before the tax was 
due and payable, and it was not due and payable until notice of the tax 
was given to the party. Further, a tax could not be due and payable 
until the party had the remedy ; in this case there was no remedy until 
the demand was made. This was the principle of common law, independent 
of the statute, but further the Act gave a power of appeal. Now, could 
there be an appeal until there had been a demand, and how could a party 
appeal who knew nothing of the tax ? He then referred to the 44th section, 
as showing that a demand was absolutely necessary, because a man could 
not neglect or refuse until a demand was made. He then referred to the 
case of lioyd v. Heath, and said, that the question in that case was not 
whether a debt was due without demand, but the question was, whether 
the money for which the party called was lawfully due, and the decision 
was, that the money was lawfully due. 

A Member then asked whether Mr. Austin meant to contend that a 
person might not bring an action in a common cause without making a 
demand. 

Mr. Austin said that did not affect the case. 

A Member asked if Mr. Austin meant to contend, without having made 
a previous demand, the commissioners could not bring an action. 

Mr. Justin stated, he should contend that, but it did not appear to him 
necessary to argue that point. 

A Member asked if Mr. Austin distinguished this case from the 
common case of debt. 

Mr. Austin stated, that the distinction was, the debtor knew who his 
creditor was, and what was the amount of the debt, and he was bound to 
go and pay Iris debt ; hut, in his opinion, that was not the case here, be- 
cause the party did not know. 

AMember stated, the common averment was, thata demand was made, 

but it was not necessary in that case to prove the demand made. 

Mr. Austin -stated that was not the case in an action of debt. 
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A Member asked if it was not necessary to make the averment in 
some cases. 

Mr. Austin said it was so by the old form, but not by the new form of 
pleading. 

A Member asked what sort of notice Mr. Austin proposed should be 
given. 

Mr. Austin said, he only expected a demand to be made by the collector 
calling once. He then argued, on the second point, that there was no 
proof %f the tax being due, but, on the contrary, there was distinct 
proof that half-a-year’s tax was not in arrear ; and he stated the fact, 
that the election took place on the 31st July, the assessment being made 
on the 2d February, and therefore six months had not elapsed, because 
it had been admitted on the other side that no debt was due and payable 
until the assessment was made. He argued that the meaning of the section 
in the Act was, that the voter should have one half-year’s grace ; and there- 
fore, even admitting that the old tax was due on 2d February, still it 
would not be sufficient. He then referred to the 36th section of the 
Paving Act, which says, it shall and may be levied and recovered half- 
yearly, and therefore the succeeding half year could not be due until 
2d August ; but the party had a right to half-a-year’s grace for all taxes 
that were due for six months preceding the time of voting. 

The Committee-room was ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed, that the Com- 
mittee had taken into their consideration separately the two points that 
were raised on the vote of James Rattigan, and they had decided, on the 
first question, that the demand was necessary to make the tax legally due 
and they had decided, on the second question, that no more than six 
months’*tax was due in the case of James Rattigan. 



ON THE VOTE OF THOMAS KBNNA, No, 70 on the register (Love-lane). 

George Areher, Esq., was again called ; and Examined by Mr. Keatinge, 
as follows : 

808. DO you produce the afficUivit ? — I do. 

William Maguire, Esq., was then called ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Keatinge, as follows : 

809. DO you produce the tax-ledger for 1836 ? — I do. 

8i 0. Will you turn to the name of Thomas Kenna, of Love-lane ? — ^Yes. 

81 1. What is the description in the tax-ledger? — M‘Kenna. 

812. Do you find the name of Kenna there ? — No, I do not. 

813. Do you know Love-lane ? — Ido. 

814. Do you know a person of the name of Thomas Kenna, residing there! 
— I do not !toow the person.; there are premises in Love-lane occupied by a 
gardener whose name is Kenna. 

815. Do you know whether the premises of that Kenna, the gardener, are 
the premises alluded to as M‘Kenna ? — It is the same premises. 

816. Will you produce the collector’s book for that district for 1836 ? — ^Yes. 

817. Are Kenna’s preroises mentioned in that hook? — It is. 

818. By what description and by what name ? — M'Kenna. 

819. Are you able to say whether the Mac is a mistake or not ? — I believe 
M‘Kenna is a mistake. 

820. Is there any person of the name of M'Kenna that you know of in Love- 
lane ? — Not that I know of. 

82 1 . How many houses may there be in it ? — Eight or nine. 

822. Do you think it likely there could be such a person there without your 
knowing it 1 — I know of no person of the name of M'Kenna ; Kenna, but one, the 
gardener. 

S23. How 
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823. How many houses are rated in the book in Love-lane ? — -Seven ; they are W. Maguire, Egqs 

detached ; it is a long lane, and they are spread along the gardens. 

824. You said there were eight or nine houses ? — Yes, some are not assessed 2a March 1838. 
for paving-tax ; they were warehouses, and have been turned into dwellings. 

825. Is Liove-lane near Cork-street ? — One end goes into Cork-street. 

826. Then it is off Cork-street? — Yes. 

827. What appears to be the paving and lighting tax chargeable on the pre- 
mises as described as in possession of McKenna ? — Six shillings and five-pence 
a year. 

828. Could you tell the Committee on what principle the valuation is made ? 

On the watch valuation. 

829. There is not any ministers’ money valuation in the parish, is there ? — 

There is. 

830. Why is the valuation made on the watch tax ? —The house is not re- 
turned as vdued by the minister. 

831. You do not understand my question ; I intended to ask whether there 
was any ministers’ money valuation on this house ? — None. 

832. But there is a watch valuation 1 — There is. 

833. Are the watch valuations here? — They are. 

[T'/^e Watch Valuations were fut in.] 

834. What is the course of office of the Paving Board ; from what place do you 
get the watch valuations, or the copies of them r — From the head office of 
police. 

835. 'Have you the document in this case ? — I have, prepared by me witli the 
original valuation as in the record of the poEce magistrates. 

836. Does the original remain in the tax-office ? — In the head office. 

837. You compared the document you now produce with the original, and it 
is a true copy, I presume ? — Yes, it is a true copy. 

838. For what purpose did you make the copy ? — For the purpose of assessing 
the paving-tax upon those houses valued by the watch where there was no mi- 
nisters’ valuation. 

839. What is the watch valuation on this house? — ^Two pounds. 

840. And according to the assessment for 1836 and 1837, the sum would come 
to what you have mentioned ? — Six shillings and five-pence each year. 

841. Did you ever apply at this house for this tax? — Never. 

842. Will you produce the collector’s bookfor 1836 and 1837 ? — Yes. 

843. Now, will you turn to the ledger of 1837, and tell me on the 4th of 
January 1837, and tell me, whether any and what arrear appeared in the book 
against Kenna? — On the 4th January 1837 the year 1836 was due- 

844. Cornmittee.'] Is that 6«. 6d. ? — Six shillings and five-pence. 

854. On the 4th of January 1837 the yearly tax for 1836 was due, was it not ? 

—Yes. 

846. Mr. Keatinge.'] Then if no payment were made before the election of 
1837, how much, according to the book, would this man then have owed ? — Two 
years. 

847. Do you know the date of the assessment of 1836 ? — No. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Hutton. 

848. You said you did not personally know Kenna, did you not ? — No, I da 
not. 

849. You say you know certain premises in Love-lane which are in the occu- 
pation of a person whom you have heard is called Kenna? — Yes. 

850. Are you acquainted with the names of the other persons residing in that 
lane ?— There is the Rev. Mr. Hastings. 

851. Are you acquainted with the inhabitants generally? — ^Yes. 

852. Are you aware there are several persons residing in that lane of the 
Qame of Kenna ? — Not that I am aware of. 

853. You said the tax was assessed according to the watch valuations, and 
these particular premises had never been valued by ministers’ money? — Never. . 

854* How long before you had charged the snm on tlie premises in question, 
or the sum of 6s. 5d., had you made inquiry to ascertain whether the hquse had 
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been valued by the ministers’ money ? — It does not appear in any book I have 
for St. Katherine’s parish. 

855. When did you obtain the book? — In 1826 . 

856. Then you say from 1826 up to the time of making this assessment of 
1836 , you had made no inquiry to ascertain ■whether these premises had been va- 
lued for the collection of ministers’ money ? — There is no valuation for the 
minister in the parish for some years. 

857. Have you gone to the vestry for the purpose of ascertaining whether there 
■were valuations for ministers’ money subsequent to the year 1826 r — No; but 
from my own knowledge, there are no valuations. 

858. What knowledge can you have of this matter in your office of inspector 
of pa^ving-tax ? — It is my duty to make inquiries whether or not there are any 
ministers’ valuations. 

859. I want to know how you have made inquiries . — I am constantly doing 
so ; I have made- inquiry, because I have watched in order that I might get a 
copy of it from the office. 

860. You will not swear positively you did make inquiry within the last ten 
years r — I do not say that I have. 

861. What is the last inquiry you have made to ascertain whether this house 
had been valued for the ministers’ monej’’ ? — I may say within the year. 

862. When ; the year 1836 ?— Within the year tlie valuation was made ; the 
valuation for watch-tax ■was made in the year 1832 . 

863. When did you ascertain the last time that this house had not been 
VEilued for the collection of ministers’ money ? — In the year 1832 , and the pre- 
ceding year. 

864. Then have you, at any time subsequently to tlie year 1832 , and before 
you charged that house upon watch valuation, inquired whether the house had 
been charged for ministers’ money ? — I did. 

S65. In what year?— In 1835 andl 836 ; I have constantly inquired from the 
vestry clerks of the parish when valuations may be wanted, “ When do you get 
tlie valuations?” knowing the. mini sters’ valuation supersedes all others. 

866. I am not asking you as to your general habits of business, but as to these 
particular premises, and that particular parish ; when last did you ascertain these 
premises had been valued for collection of ministers’ money ? — This year and 
last year. 

867. In -what maimer did you ascertain it? — By application to the collector of 
the mini ster.^’ rates. 

868. Did you, in compliance with the pro^visions of the Act, go to the vestrj', 
having an order from the commissioners for that purpose, to inspect the vestry 
books for the purpose of ascertaining whether the house had been valued for 
ministers’ money or not?— I did. 

869. When last did yon do it ? — In 1835 . 

870. Wliat time in 1835 ? — Prior to my coining over to London on the peti- 
tion that was then pending, the Dublin petition, and I got the minister’s book ; 
he gave it me himself. 

871. You say you made this assessment upon the watch valuation ? — Yes. 

872. Is that the valuation upon which houses in Dublin are now assessed, upon 
watch valuation ?— There is no watch valuation now in Dublin ; it is now called 
the police valuation. 

873. Is it the valuation upon which houses in Dublin are now assessed for the 
collection of watch money 1 — ^They are now classed as on this valuation. 

874. Is it that valuation upon which houses are assessed for the collection of 
watch money? — It is ; the Police Act supersedes the old valuation, and now 
comes in force upon a new principle of valuation. 

875. Both in the collector’s book and tax -ledger the tax is entered in the name 
of M'Kenna, and not Kenna? — Yes. 

.'87G. In these books the man is charged as M'Kenna? — Yes. 

877. And you have no personal knowledge of this man ? — No, I have not ; 

there is a gardener of that name, and his name is on the gate ; but the Mac is 
synonymous almost in Dublin, and they very frequently drop the Mac. ^ 

878. Do you mean it is on the door of the garden or on the door of the house . 
— It is on tile door of the gate. 

879. The property assessed is the house, is it not? — Yes. 

S80, And this name is on the garden gate, is it ? — Yes.. ’ . , 

Re-exam'^®^ 
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Re-examined by Mr. Keatmge. 

881 . How far is the garden from the house? — The flank of the house stands 
to the lane. 

882 . How near is the garden to the house? — It is all connected ; the garden 
nd the house is all one concern ; he is a nursery-gardener and market-gardener. 

^ [The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Francis Salmon was again called ; and Examined by Mr. Wrangham, 
as follows : 

883 . WERE you the collector in St. Katherine’s parish in the year 1836 ? — 
I was. 

S 84 . Do you know Love-lane, in that parish ? — I do ; it is off Cork-street. 

885 . Do you loiow, in Love-lane, a person of the name of Kenna, or M'Kenna ; 
can you tell by looking in your book ? — Yes, I can recognize the house by look- 
ing at the book. 

886 . You know the house has been occupied by a person of that name, do 
you not ? — Yes, the name was over the gate ; it was a gardener. 

887. Will you tell me when the rate for 1836 was paid in respect to those 
premises ? — The rate for the years 1836 and 1837 remained unpaid when I left 
the walk, and I did not receive that money. 

888 . When did you leave the walk? — We close our accounts on the 4th of 
January. 

889 . Fourth of January, what year ? — On the 4th of January in the follow- 
ing year, 1837 ; on the 4tii January J838 the year closed. 

890 . Were you the collector for the year 1837, or the year 1836, or during 
that year ? — During the year 1837, and the arrear for 1836. 

891 . Did you apply at these premises in Love-lane for the tax, that is, the 
arrear of 1836, and the tax for the year 1837?-^ — I did. 

892 . Do I understand you to say that they were not either of them paid when 
you left the walk on the 4th of January in this year ? — I served a notice on the 
premises, and I had to rap at the gate, and the notice was received ; and I called 
again, and the answer was this, they said they paid no taxes ; and, in point of 
feet, I could not get access to the premises. 

893 . Do I understand you to say that you left that walk on the 4th of 
January in this year ? — Yes. 

894 . Had you at that time received the whole or any part of the arrears of taxes 
for the year 1836, or the tax for the year 1837, for the premises occupied by 
Thomas Kenna in Love-lane ? — I believe I will bave to correct myself here, because 
I find it was 1835 and 1836 I was collector, and it was on the 4th of January 
1837 I left the walk. 

895 . You were collector for the year 1836, were you not ? — I was. 

896 . Then you left the walk on the 4th of January 1837, did you not.^ — Yes. 

897 . Was the tax for 1836, or any part of it, paid when you left that wmlk 
in January 1 837 ? — ^There was not. 

898 . Did you make any demand during the year you had the walk ? — ^About 
the middle of the year 1836. 

899 . Committee.] Who is the collector for the year 1837? — Mr. Palmer, I 
believe, 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr, Caleb Palmer was then called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Wrangham^ as follows : 

900 . WERE you during the last year collector of the paving-tax for the 
parish of St. Katherine ? — I was. 

901 . That was for the year 1837, was it?— It was. 

902 . Do you know Love-lane, in that parish ? — I do. 

903 . Now, will you tell me whether you know the premises occupied by a 
gardener, a person of the name of Kenna, or M'Kenna ? — I do. 

904 . Do you know the man himself? — No, not personally. 

905 - Do you know the person when you see him ? — I would not know him if 
I saw him. 

906 . Do you know that the premises are occupied by a person of the name of 
Kenna, a gardener? — ^Yes, I do, 
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Mr.CflZfS -Palmer. goy. Did you find the tax for the year 1836 paid or in arrear for those pre- 

mises "when you went on the walk ? — In arrear. 

22 March 1838. 908. Did you make application for it on the premises ? I did. 

gop. WHl you inform the Committee at what time the tax for the year 1836 
and the tax for the year 1837 was paid in respect of those premises ?— It was not 
paid at all for 1836 eind 1837. 
gio. For neither? — For neither. 

911. Did you apply at the premises for both?— I applied at the premises for 

both. o T.T • t 

gi2. And neither have been paid, have they ? — Neither. 

913. When did you quit the walk? — I quitted the walk on the 4th of Jannary 
1838. 

914. Can you take upon vourself to say that, on the 4th of January 1838, 
neither the tax for the year 1836 nor the year 1837 for these premises was paid? 
— They were not paid. 

Mr. Hutton stated that he would give up this vote. 

The vote of Thomas Kenna was accordingly struck off the poll. 

ON THE VOTE OF MICHAEL DALY, No. 465 on the register, 
of No. 5, Charlotte-street, in the city of Dublin, grocer. 

Mr. Archer produced the affidavit. 

Mr. Wrangham abandoned his objection to this vote. 

ON THE VOTE OF LAURENCE BYRNE, of Ormond-market, butcher, 
No. 526 on the register. 



Mr. Archer produced the affidavit. 

William Maguire, Esq., was again called ; and Examined by Mr. Keatinge, 
as follows : 

W. Maguire, Esq. 915. DO you produce the tax-ledger for the year 1836 ? — Yes. 

gi6. Will you look.at the entry for Ormond-market, Michael’s parish ?— I 

have it. 

917. Do you find Royal-row in that Ormond-market ? — Yes. 

gj8. No. 17 ? — There is No. 17 marked here ; Royal-row, new stalls, in front 
of the Fish market; there is 15, 16, 17, 18, four houses. 

gig. Now, do you find the name of Laurence Byrne as the proprietor of any 
premises in Ormond-market? — I do. 

920. What number? — It is down here as No. 4, Ormond-market. 

921. Do yon know the premises described there as No. 4, Ormond-market? 
—I do. 

932. Is there any other description of them, or would you describe them in 
any other way ? — The row called Royal-row, the four houses I have first men- 
tioned are new houses, built in front of the circus ; the old row, called Ormond- 
market, is opposite to them, and in one of the houses in the old row Byrne 
lives. 

923. You do not know his Christian name, do you ? — No. 

924. What is he ? — He was a butcher, but reduced, and now, I believe, he sells 
vegetables. 

925. What description of premises does Byrne occupy ? — A house. 

926. And a shop in it ? — And a stall in front. 

927. You knew it first as a butcher’s shop ?~Yes. 

928. Now, what does he sell in the stall?— The last time I was there he was 
selling vegetables ; the man is reduced in his circumstances. 

929. What were the original numbers of those four houses ?— Numbers 1, 2, 
3 and 4. 

930. What street? — Ormond-market. 

931. Committee.] Were those the same as 15, 16, 17 and 18? — No, they are 
pot the same. 

Q32. Are they opposite to them ? — Opposite. 

933. Mr. Keatinge.] Are Byrne’s premises : how are they built with reference 

to No. 17, Ormond-market? — Opposite to No 17 

934. wm 
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934, Will you look at tlie affidavit ; tlie house No. 17, Ormond-market, did 
you know that in October 1832 ?— I am not sure ; I had to make a mq) of the 
market ; it was so complex, that, for my own purposes, in order to ascertain, the 
proper houses to assess for the paving-tax, I had to make a map, which I have 
here, as well as other markets in Dublin. 

935' Will you produce that map ? — 

{The Map was produced.'] 

936. Was that prepared by yourself? — It was ; it was done in the year 1827. 

937. Show me Byrne’s premises on this map, and show me No. 17, Ormond- 
market, on the map ?— 

{The Witness pointed them out.] 

938. This is Byrne’s, and 17 is opposite, is it not? — No. 

939. Where is 17? — 

{The Witness pointed it out.] 

940. Who appears by the book to be the tenant of No. 1 7 ? — Bayley. 

941. Do you know whether this Byrne, about whom we are inquiring, ever 
lived in any house in the row? — Never; I knew the man to live in the No. 4, 
the old house, for many years. 

942. Did that house ever bear any other number than 4, Royal-row? — Not 
that I recollect. 

943. Therefore, if Byrne were to describe his premises truly in 1832, he would 
not have described tliem as No. 17, Ormond-market, would he ?— He would not. 

Mr. Roebuck was heard to argue that the question could not be asked, 
because the party w^ registered for that number, and it would be im- 
peaching the register. 

Mr. Keatinge was heard in answer. 

Mr. Roebuck was heard in reply. 

The Chairman stated, that the Committee were of opinion that it ap- 
peared, from the certificate of register, that Laurence Byrne registered 
for No. 17, and it was with No. 17 only therefore they had to do. 

[The Committee adjourned tUl Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 



Veneris', 23* die Martii, 1838. 



LORD SEYMOUR in the Chair. 



The names of the Members were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Keatinge stated, he abandoned the objection to the vote of Laurence 
Byrne. 

ON THE VOTE OF JAMES HASLAM, No, 690 on the register. 

George Archer, Esq., was called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Keatinge, as follows : 

944. DO you produce the affidavit of James Haslam?— I do. 

{The Affidavit was put m.] 

Willimn Maguire, Esq., was called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Wrangham, as follows : 

945. HAVE you the tax-ledger there ? — I have. 

946. Will you turn to the parish of St. James?— I liave it. 

947. Have you got James-sireet for the year 1837 ? — Yes. 

948. Do you find the name of James Haslam there ? — Is there any door 
number ? 
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949. No. 69, I believe ; the ledger, No. 2,862 ?— It is entered here like Han- 
1am ; it is a clerical error in the ledger ; Haslam is in my book. 

950. Committee.] What number is in your book ? — No. 69, James-street. 

951. Mr. Wrangham.] Does it appear from the tax-ledger whether there is 
an arrear of 1836 carried to the account for the year 1837?— A moiety in arrear 
of 1836 is carried into 1837. 

952- lliat is the last moiety, is it not ? — Yes, the second moiety. 

953. Committee.] A moiety was transferred to 1837? — A moiety of the tax 
was transferred. 

954. Mr. Wrangham.] Does it appear what the amount of the moiety was 
winch was carried on ? — Yes. 

955* What is it ? — Fourteen s hillin gs and sixpence. 

956. I dare say you are not acquainted yourself with these premises ? — No. 

[The Witness was directed to withdraw. 

Mr. Benjamin Smith was called in ; and, having been sworn, was about to be 
Examined by Mr. Wrangham, but, 

Mr. Keatinge having stated that they should abandon the objection to 
this vote, 

Mr. Wrangham observed, that it was in consequence of the arrears 
having been paid in May, and therefore, as the Committee had decided 
that a year and a half ’s tax must be due, they abandoned the objection ; 
he then stated that, in consequence of the decision of the Committee on 
the votes tendered as to the paving and lighting tax, he should not go 
any further into that class of objections, but should proceed to the class 
of persons discharged under the Insolvent Debtors’ Act. 

Mr. Roebuck asked if it was the intention of the Petitioners to abandon 
the whole of the class as to payment of taxes. 

Mr. Keatinge replied “ Certainly not.” 

Mr. Roehick then objected to the other side being allowed to go into 
a new class without having given previous notice. 

A Member asked Mr. Roebuck whether his application was for an 
adjournment, or whether it was for the Committee to take upon them- 
selves to direct the counsel what course they were to pursue. 

Mr. Austin contended, that the other side had been guilty of laches in 
not having given pre\dous notice of their intention, according to the 
understandingwhich had beenmutually agreed upon ; that having received 
a list of persons in the paving-tax, he w<« totally unprepared to go into 
any other question ; that the other side had no right to go into a new 
class ; and having brought them there, they ought to be compelled to ask 
for an adjournment, and also to pay the costs of the day. 

A Member asked if the counsel for the sitting Member were prepared 
to go into the next class. 

Mr. Austin said he was totally unprepared to go into any other class. 

A Member asked Mr. Austin if the other party were to go on with the 
remainder of the class, occupying the time of the Committee ; after they 
were all gone through, who would then have to ask for an adjournment? 

Mr. Austin replied, that such a circumstance could not be contemplated ; 
to send a list of names, on which they did not mean to rely, would be 
fraudulent. 

A Member observed, they might have gone into three or fom cases, 
and in consequence of some decision affecting the whole, they might have 
abandoned the remainder. 

Mr. Austin said, it was the business of the other party to deliver such a 
list as would prove sufficient for the occupation of the day. 

A Member 
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A Member asked Mr. Austin if he would have expected any notice of 
the next class they intended to go into, supposing they did get through 
the class. 

Mr. Aiistin replied, he should. 

Mr. Wrangham was heard in answer, and contended that he was 
not obliged to give notice ; there was no Standing Order to that effect ; it 
was merely a private arrangement between the counsel ; and although 
willing to concede the adjournment for the convenience of the other side, 
he ought not to be mulcted in costs. 

The Chairman observed, that Class, No. 13 involved one broad prin- 
ciple, and asked if the counsel for the sitting Member were not prepared 
to go into the general defence of that clause. 

Mr. Amtin stated he w^ not, and explained the course of proceeding 
in the conduct of the case. 

In reply to some observations addressed to the Committee by Mr. 
Wrangham, 

Mr. Austin stated, that it was agreed between himself and Mr. Thesiger 
that the lists should be exchanged. 

The Committee-room was ordered to be cleared. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed, that the Com- 
mittee were prepared to adjourn, if either party asked for it ; but the 
Committee would not give costs. 

Mr. Hutton then asked for the adjournment. 

The Chairman asked if it was understood they should go into Class, 
No. 13. 

Mr. Hutton replied, it was so. 

Mr. Keatinge stated, there was a list of 69 names, who w'erein different 
classes, and the list of the class should be given to the other party. 

[Adjourned till To-morrow, Eleven o’clock. 



Sabbati, 24* die Aiartii, 1838. 



LORD SEYMOUR in the Chair. 



The names of the Members were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Keatinge stated, that they should proceed with the class of voters 
who were objected to, because they had not paid the pipe-water tax, by 
the consent of both parties ; that the other side contended it was not a 
municipal cess, and he was bound to say that, if so, they could not 
succeed. 

Mr. Roebuck objected to the course of proceeding, and stated that they 
must put up a voter. 

Mr. Keatinge submitted, he was entitled to open his case without putting 
up a voter. 

Mr. Roebuck was heard in reply. 

A Member observed, he could not see how the Committee could come 
to a decision without there was a vote before them. 

Mr. Keatinge stated, he was entitled to open his case. 

The Chairman asked what objection there was to bringing a vote before 
the Committee. 
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Mr. Wrangham was heard to argue that he was entitled to open the case 
upon this class of voters. 

The Committee-room was ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed, that it was the 
opinion of the Committee that some vote should be brought before them, 
on which the objection should be raised. 



ON THE VOTE OF THOMAS BUSH, of Cuff-street, stone-cutter, 
No. 197, on the register. 

George Archer, Esq., was then called ; and, having been first sworn, was 
Examined by Mr. Wrangham, as follows : 

957. DO you produce the affidavit of Thomas Bushr — I do. 



Sir Drury Jones Z)ickinson, was then called ; and, having been first sworn, 
was Examined by Mr. Keatinge, as follows : 



958. DO you hold any situation connected with the collection of the pipe- 
water in the city of Dublin ? — I do. 

959- What is it ? — Supervisor and comptroller of the establishment. 

960. How long have you held that situation? — Since April last. 

961. Who was your predecessor in office ? — Mr. Samuel Madder. 

962. How long did Mr. Madder hold the situation ? — I should suppose six or 
seven years. 

963. Is the collection of the pipe-water rate under the control of any public 
body or committee.^ — It is. 

964. What body or committee ? — The lord mayor, the sheriffs and commonalty 
of Dublin. 

965. Is there any committee of these appointed to manage ? — There is. 

966. What do you call that committee? — A sub-committee. 

967. Of whom does the sub-committee consist? — They consist of the lord 
mayor (he is the chairman), the treasurer, the sheriffs and the members of the 
corporation. 

968. How many members of the corporation ? — Altogether, I think, 21,aswell 
as I can recollect. 

969. Committee.] Tliere are 21 altogether, are there, in this sub-committee? 
—Yes. 



970. Mr. Keatinge.] Are there any collectors employed to collect the tax?— 
There are. 

971. How many? — Six. 

972. Have you in the office any document containing the amount of the tax 
payable by the different houses ? — I have. 

973. Will you produce it ? — I have the books here. 

974. How many of them have you ? — Six. 

975. You have six books there ? — Six books. 

976. How many divisions of the city have you for collecting the rate ?— Six. 

977. It is divided into six walks, is it ? — Yes, wards or districts. 

978. And you have six collectors, I apprehend ; one for each ward or district? 
— Yes. 



979. Now, have you a separate book for each ward or district ? — I have. 

980. Have you in your possession any of the books kept by your predecessor: 
— I have. 

981. For what years ? — For theyear 1836. 

982. Produce the books for 1836 kept by your predecessor? — 

[They were produced^ 

983. Open the book for 1836, to the ward, No. 2. ? — \The Witness referred to 
it] — I have it. 

984. I presume the printed form in all the books is alike? — ^Yes. 

985. Do you observe a head for ministers’ money?— I do. 

986. From what did you take the sums which I find in the column? — That 
was taken from the hooks of ministers’ money by the vestry clerks in each 
parish. 

987. ■Whicli 
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. 087. Wliicla are returned to your office for that purpose, are they not ? — Yes. 
q88. Have you a list of the occupiers there ?— Yes. 

989. From what do you take the names entered in the list or column? — ^Those ^ 
names are taken from foi-mer ledgers. 

QQO. Now, the amount of rent or rate ; it is headed, rent due 24 th of June 
1837 for the supply of last year ; from what do you take that? — I take that 
from the sura they paid in formers years. 

991 Then, you find a column for receipt of rent ; from what do take that ? — I 
take it from the blocks of the receipts that the collectors cut out. 

992. Is it your duty to carry on to the new books for the then year the arrear 
for the last year, which has not been paid ? — It is. 

993. How do you ascertain the old arrear?— I do not understand you. 

994. You enter an arrear appearing due for the last year ; how do you ascer- 
tain that ? — I find it not paid in the previous year, and I transfer all the arrears 
that appear into the new ledger. 

995. Then, aU the sums which, in fact, do appear, have been paid ?— Yes. 

996. Do you furnish, according to the course of office, the collectors with any 
books to collect this tax ? — I do. 

997. Have you any books of the collectors with you r— -I have. 

998. Will you produce them? — 

[They were ‘produced.] 

999. Are the several collectors furnished with more than one book each, or 
have they two ? — They are furnished with a ledger and the pocket-book. 

■ 1001. The document you have now in yom* hand is a ledger, is it not ? — It is. 

1002. Now, can you produce any of the pocket-books? — Yes. 

[Thej/ were produced.] 

1003. Now, will you produce the ledger and the pocket-book for the ward in 
which Cuff-street is ?— I have it. 

1004. For what year j I want them both for 1836 and 1837 ? — I have them 
for both those years. 

1005. Along with the pocket-book and the ledger, do you furnish the collec- 
tors with any other book or document ; any forms of receipt, for instance r — I 
give them receipt books, of which those are exact duplicates. 

]Oo6. Committee.] Are those the blocks ? — Yes; but they are a /ac simi/e of 
the receipt which is given to the public. 

1007. Mv. Keatinge.] With whom do the collectors account, according to the 
course of office ?— With me. 

1008. How often are they bound to account, or to make a return.'' — Every 
week. 

1009. Have you a given day of the week for that purpose ? — We have. 

1010. What day is that ?— Saturday. 

ion. Now, on the occasion of the Satra-day’s accounting, do they produce 
their receipt books ?— They do ; every Friday, I should say, they are obliged to 
lodge the money in the Bank of Ireland. 

1012. And then do they account on the Saturday ? — ^Yes. 

3013. Then, it is your duty on Saturday to go over the receipt books, for the 
purpose of checking the account ? — I have that power, but I do not do it every 
Saturday. 

3014. Do they account upon oath?— They do. 

1015. How often? — Every year they make an affidavit of the correctness. 

3036. Now, are the receipt books lodged with you ? — They are. 

1037. On what days? — W^hen they are cut out, those blocks are handed in 
to me, and I give a receipt book in the place of the block. 

1038. Before the receipt book is exhausted, do you see it from time to time . 



3019. How often is it their duty to bring in the receipt hook to you ? They 
are bound to do so every Saturday, and as often as I require it. 

1020. Do they leave it with you? — No, not till it is cut out. 

3 023. Then, they produce it for your inspection, if you desire to inspect it, do 
they? — ^Yes. 

3022. Are the collectors changed each year, or do they continue in the same 
ward or division ? — They have not been changed for ^me time. 

1023. What do you mean by some time? — Three or four years. 
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Sir 1024. Do you know who was the collector for the ward, No. 2, in the year 

D.J.Dichnson. 1836? — Humphrey Flanigan. 

”77 T 1025. “What is the course of collecting this rent ; suppose the rent, from the 

24 March 1838. 24th of June 1836 for the quarters supplied for the 24th of June 1837, when is 
that in the course of collection, according to the course of the office ? — Immedi- 
ately after it is due it is in the course of collection. 

1026. When does the year end ? — 

Mr. Austin objected, on the ground of its being a question of law. 

1027. When is it the practice to collect this rent? — Immediately after it be- 
comes due. 

1028. When does it become due ? — On the 24th of June in each year. 

1029. There is the rate claimed on the 24th of June in each year for the water 
for the year preceding ? — It is. 

1 030. And not in advance ? — Not in advance. 

1031. WiU you hand in, ifyou please, the ministers’ money returns ?— Yes. 

[They were handed in.'] 

Cross-examined by Mr. Austin. 

1032. Are you a member of the corporation of Dublin ? — I am. 

1033. What office do you hold in the corporation?— I hold the office of super- 
visor to the pipe water establishment, and the accountant to the corporation. 

1034. Is the office of accountant to the corporation connected with the pipe- 
water establishment? — No. 

1035. That is a different affair, is it not?— Yes. 

1036. The accountant’s is an office concerning the administration of the cor- 
poration affairs, is it not? — Yes. 

1037. Are you a councilman or alderman ? — I am a sheriff's peer of the city 
of Dublin. 

1038. That is equivalent to alderman, according to our English language, is 
it not ? — I do not know. 

1 039. It suffices for the present inquiry that you are a member of the cor- 
poration? — I am a member by serving the office of sheriff; but I should mention, 
that, on my appointment, I was required to abstain from exercising my privilege 
as sheriff’s peer, while I held the office, and I do not take any part in the cor- 
porate affairs, nor have I a vote, nor do I sit in the house. 

1040. How long have you been connected with the pipe-water establishment? 
— Since April last. 

1 041 . No longer ? — ^No longer. 

1042. How long have you been a member of the corporation itself? — Six or 
seven years since I first went into the corporation. 

1 043. Now, I ask you whether or not the product of the pipe-water rents 
passed through your hands ? — The money? 

1044. Yes ? — No, I never receive any of the pipe-water establishment’s money; 
that is not in my department. 

1045. How does it come into the hands of the corporation ? — It is lodged in 
the Bank of Ireland to the credit of the treasurer of the corporation. 

1046. Do I understand it goes to the account of the treasurer of the corpora- 
tion? — ^Yes. 

1047. Who is the treasurer? — Sir John K. James. 

1048. Does he receive all the rents and profits belonging to the corporation 
from their estates and otherwise? — He does. 

1049. He is treasurer for aU the corporation funds, is he not ? — ^Yes. 

1050. And does the treasurer — is it the practice that the treasurer pays the 
checks ordered by the council, or the mayor or general governing body of tbe 
coi*poration, whatever it many be ; he obeys their orders in the expenditure of the 
money? — He does. 

1051. They have the control over the corporation funds, of course? — They 
have. 

1052. And the treasurer is their servant, is he not? — Yes. 

1053. And lie obeys their orders in the distribution of the funds ? — Yes. 

1054. Suppose 
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1 054. Suppose those funds are wanted to be laid out upon some building, or 

other work of that description, the council give an order, and he pays; is it not 
go 1 There is an order in committee. 

1055. And then that order is obeyed by the treasurer, is it not? — He pays 
all the monies of the corporation. 

10.56. Or, if they have a feast upon any particular occasion, they give an order 
for the payment of the bill, and he pays it?— Never. 

1057. Who pays for thefeasts ? — They pay for themselves, or the entertainer pays. 

lO'iS. Is there no such thing as having a feast in the town? — Yes, there are a 
great many. 

1 059. The salary of the lord mayor, I suppose, is paid in this fashion, by an 
order on the treasurer ? — By an order on the treasurer the salaries are all paid. 

1060. All the salaries, 1 presume, are paid out of the fund in the hands of the 
treasurer ?— Yes. 

1061. AH money orders are honoured out of money in the hands of the trea- 
surer ? — Yes. 

1062. That is the corporation fund, is it not ? — Yes. 

1063. How often are the pipe-water rentals made? — Every year. 

1064. Has this book been made under your inspection and supervision; this 
book which I have before me ; you handed it in, did you not ? — I handed it in ; 
hut it was made by my predecessor. 

1 065 . Is that one of yours ? — No, it is not. 

iu66. Will you give me the book for the year 1837 , corresponding to this 
pipe-water rental, ward, No. 1 , St. Ardoan parish? 

\It was given in.] 

1067. You have not entered here the ministers’ valuation money, I see? — 
No, but I have the documents here. 

1068. Is this book in a complete state for the year 1837 ? — -For the purpose 
of collection it is. 

1069. Does this contain the pipe-water rental, the rents of which will be du 
in the year 1838 ? — No, it does not. 

1070. Those due in June 1837 ? — Yes. 

1071. Those rents are over due, are they not? — They are in collection ; they 
are over due. 

1072. I find you have not entered the ministers’ money column here ; will 
you explain that to the Committee ; you see you have ministers’ money ; then 
you have this valuation ; you have two columns of valuation, and you have them 
entered up here the mini sters’ money valuation ; how is it that in the former 
book the ministers’ money is entered ; will you do me the favour to tell me ■ 
how that is ? — ^Those are documents which i did not consider it necessary to 
transcribe into it, having the originals here, or rather in my office. 

1073. Then it is not an original book ? — I consider it is. 

1074. There are two parts ; the documents you have; there is one portion, 
and this is the other ; is it not so ? — That is the pipe- water rent that is due, and 
those are quite another thing, the ministers’ valuation. 

1075. I thought you answered to my friend, Mr. Keatinge, that you took the 
ministers’ money from certain books that had been furnished to you ? — ^The 
charge is based on the ministers’ money. 

1076. Then you do not enter the basis into this book? — It is not necessarj’’, 
and I do not do it. 

^077. Pray who made this book ; what individual ; what is his name? — Is it 
the writing of it, or the stationery. 

1078. I mean the person who contrived the book; the form of it? — Mr. 
Madder, my predecessor. 

1079. Were you present when the entries were made in this book? — I was. 

1080. And perhaps you have inspected this hook since it has been made ? — 

I wrote it. 

1081. From what document did you make the entries as they stand here 
without the ministers’ money column ?— From the ledger of the previous year. 

1082. Will you allow me to ask you what you call this book that lies open 
before me ; what is the proper name for it ? —The pipe-water ledger. 

1083. You call it the pipe-water rental at the top ; is that the proper name ? — 
Pipe-water rental. 

1084. In whose custody are these books?— In mine. 

703, 14 1085. And 
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1085. Andl suppose they are entirely in your care? They are. 

1086. Pray are they published? — The annual income of the estate is, 

1 087. Is the book ever published? — I do not know. 

108S. Is it ever rendered public in any way ? — Yes. 

1089. How f- The public have reference to it on any occasion they might 
reouire 

logo. Do they come and inspect the book? — ^Tliey do, whenever they have 
occasion. . 

logi. How often does it happen that they come and inspect the book?— Mr. 
Woo^ock, there, came in and inspected it. r , • 

1 092. That was after the election, I suppose ?— 1 es, and during the election. 

JO93. And perhaps Mr. Maguire inspected it also? — Yes. 

1094. And they about composed the public who have had access to this book? 
Just so ; there are other individuals who have often called on me. 

1095. About what time ?— I have been in office only 10 months, and I should 
suppose about 20 different times. 

1096. That is the amount of the publicity? — Yes. 

1097. Do 3mu yourself account, with reference to the whole sums of money, 
to any particular individual or with any body or committee or the corporation? 
Yes. 

1098. With whom ? — ^With the committee of the pipe-water establishment. 

1099. Of how many members is this committee composed? — -I think 21 . 

1 too. They are all members of the corporation, are they not? — Yes. 

1101. It is a committee of the corporation? — It is a sub-committee from the 
corporation. 

1102. I suppose you lay these hooks before them, if they desire to see them? 
—Certainly. 

1 103. They have a right to examine the books ? — Certainly. 

1 1 04. And the documents ? — ^Yes. 

H05. You say you have got these returns for ministers’ money valuation; 
when did you get those returns ? — When did I get them ? 

1106. Yes? — They were in the establishment when I came there. 

1 107. They have not been furnished to you, have they ?— No. 

1108. The ministers’ money returns upon which you made out the rental was 
ministers’ money returns which you found m the office? — Yes. 

1 109. How long have they been in the office, can you tell me,: will you just 
refer to tbe date? — The certfficate of the vestry clerk is the 20 th June 1836 . 

1110. Just let me look at one of tliem ? — 



Tit was handed in to Mr. Jusim.] 

1 n 1 . Will you give me the rental for St. Katherine’s parish ? 

[It was given in.] 

1112. Pmy are you acquainted with the locality of the city of Dublin at all ? 
— I am. 

1113. Do you know Thomas-court?— No. 

1 J14. Do you know the district called Donore ?— No. 

1115. Do you know St. Sepulchre’s ? — I do not. 

1116. Do you know the Earl of Meath’s liberty ? — No. 

1117. Do you know enough of it to say whether it is a large district or not 
in the city ? — I do not. 

1118. Pray on which side of the river is it ; is it on the right bank or the 
left bank of the river, the north or the soutli ? — ’The south side. 

mg. And you have no notion where it is ? — I do ; I remember where it is ; 
I am aware where the locality is. 

1120. Is it not in fact a large locality ? — I cannot say ; I know it is a poor one. 

1121. Is it not a large one ? — I cannot say ; I should say it is large. 

1122. Is it not pretty nearly one-third of the whole city of Dublin within the 
Circular Road ; do you know the Circular Road? — ^Yes. 

1123. Is not this liberty consisting of the thi-ee districts pretty nearly one- 
third ? — Upon my word I could not say ; I never have occasion to go to that 
district at all ; there is no business or occupation brings me there. 

1124. Your official duty never carries you there, does it? — No, nor private 
duty on business. 

^ U-25- Your 
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1125. Your official duty never carries you there? — No. 

1126. In truth, the pipe- water rental does not issue out into that district, 
which is exempt ? — It is part of the Earl of Meath’s liberty, and is exempt from 
the pipe-water rent. 

1127. The whole of it ? — A great deal of it. 

1128. Does not, in fact, that district compose a considerable portion of the 
city of Dublin ? — I assure you I never was in a great part of it that has been 
mentioned. 

1129. Does it not compose several parishes in the city of Dublin? — I am 
sure I do not know. 

1130. Do not you know sufficient from your own knowledge of the city of 
Dublin to know that it is an extensive tract of the city ? — I should say it is a 
large district. 

1131. The barony of Donore runs down the city into the county of Dublin, 
does it not ? — I do not know. 

1 132. Do you know the glebe ? — No, I do not. 

1133. Look at this memorandum in that book, will you? — [TheWitnesslooked 
at it.'] — I copied that from my predecessor. 

1 134. Is not the glebe exempt, or is there not a claim of exemption in respect 
of the glebe ? — Speaking from that document, I should say there is. 

1135. You are not aware yourself of the mode in which the names of the houses 
and occupiers were ascertaiued, in order to enter them in the ledger ; you took 
them from the former, did you not ? — ^Those names I took from former ledgers. 

1 136. And the numbers also 1 — Exactly. 

1 1 37. That is the mode in which it is done, is it not ? — Yes. 



Mr. Austin read the memorandum with respect to the exemption of the 
glebe. 



Ee-examined by Mr. Keatinge. 



1138. In whose hand-writing is the manuscript of the pocket-book? — That is 
in the hand-writing of Flanigan, the collector of ward No. 2 . 

1 1 39. When you speak about giving a pocket-book, do you mean you merely 
^'give the book in blank 1 — Yes, and they ffil it up ; it is a matter of convenience 

for them. 

1140. Now, during the election the books were examined by Mr. Woodlock, 
were they not '? — ^They were. 

1141. For what purpose did he tell you he examined them? — To ascertain the 
persons who were oAving pipe-water rent, the voters of the city of Dublin. 

1142. And that during the election ? — Pending or about the election. 

1143. Do you remember his examining them before the election commenced? 
— I do. 

1144. -A-nd when the election was going on? — I do not know whether it was 
when the election was going on or not. 

1 145. Was it before the election, do you recollect ? — Yes. 

1146. The valuation of the minis ters’ money is 11 s. Id., is it not ? — Yes. 

1147. That is 12 s. of the late currency, is it not? — Yes. 

1148. Now, will you look to your ledger, and tell me the rate on this house ; 
there is a printed schedule in the pocket-book ; is that printed schedule pasted in 
before you give the book to the collector? — ^Yes. 

1149. And the rest is all a blank book, is it not ? — All blank. 

1150. Then, from what does the collector take the different names in the 
pocket-hook ? — ^From the ledger, this copy of mine. 

1151. Mr. Austin.] From the ledger, in point of ftict, is it not? — Yes. 

1152. Mr. Keatinge^ By the ledger which you have in the office for the year 
1837 , do you know the amount of ministers’ money?— ~No, I do not. 

1153* There is not any entry made in the ledger by the collector, is there ?— 
No, there is not. . 

1154* It is merely given to him for his use to refer to ? — That is all. 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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Mr. Humphrey Flanigcm was tlien called in; and having been sworn, was 
Examined by Mr. JVrangham, as follows : 

1155. AUE you one of tbe collectors of the pipe-water establishment in 

Duhlhi? — lam. . c 

1 1 Have you been so for some time ?— I have, going on for 15 years. 

1157. -Were yon, in the years 1836 and 1837, coUector for the ward No. 2 ! 
— I was. 

ii=;8. In both years? — Yes. 

1 1 5Q. Had you been so for any time previously ?— 1 was. 

1160. How long? — I think this is my sixth year. 

1 161. You had been so for some years previously, and are so still? — 1 am a.o 

Have you got the ledger for the pipe-water tax there?— I have. 

1163. And the collector’s book or pocket-book?—! have. 

1164. For the same district?— Yes. ^ ^ ^ , .1, 7 w *1. 

1165. For what year are those two books that you have there, ror the 

^Ti66 ^ From whom do you get these books ?— We get tliis book, the ledger, 
from the supervisor, and we make out a copy of the pocket-book ourselves from 
the ledger which we receive from the supervisor. . 

1167 I understand that you get the ledger from the supervisor, mth the 
account in it made out, and then you copy that into this lesser book?— Yes. 

11 68. WiU you teU the Committee why it is you transfer it from one to the 

other ? To make it more convenient for our daily use. 

1 i6q. Is tliis, in point of fact, any more than a book for your own convenience 
to enter the money you receive, and your own account book ? — It is nothing 
more than our own account book. 

1 1 70. Now, will you tell the Committee what is the course of office when you 
set out jfor the collection of this tax ; we will suppose you have got the ledger, 

and that you have made out the pocket-book ? — Yes. 

1171. The pocket-book is a precise copy of that ; I mean when you irst make 
it out, before you start upon the collection ?— It is a copy. 

1172. Then there are certain entries made in this book in the course of collec- 
tion, are there not ?— We always make the entry when we receive a payment; 
we invariably enter it in our pocket-book at the time. 

1173. Do you afterwards make the same entry in this ledger or not?— When 
we have a book of receipts cut out we post them into the ledger. 

1174. Now, look at the book of receipts ; when you set out upon collection, 
you have not only this book of receipts but the ledger also, have you not- 
— ^Yes. 

1175. Containing how many ? — Fifty. 

1176. I understand you to say that you give a receipt, of course, when you 
receive the money ?— Yes, invariably. 

1177. You m£k:e an entry upon the block, here ? — ^Yes. 

1 178. And a counterpart of the receipt which you have given ? — Yes. 

1179. Then I understand you to say you also make an entry in one of these 

columns to the pocket-book to the same effect ? — ^Yes. ^ 

1 1 80. And when you have used up the whole of the book j that is, mer you 

have received 50 payments and given 50 receipts, you post the entries from this 
book into that ?— Exactly so. , r 

1181. And what becomes of the money you receive ?— I make it up at tneeua 

of the hook. , , , . 

1182. When you have used up the 50 receipts in this book, do you brmg tnem 
to account at the end of it ?— I do. 

1183. There is per centage off ; do you receive per centage upon the money 
you collect? — I receive 5 /. per cent. 

1 1 84. On the payments ? — Yes, as my remuneration. 

1185. Then to be lodged, I see, is what remains ? — Yes. 

n86. Where do you lodge that ? — That is the balance due by us. 

1187. Where is it lodged? — In the Bank of Ireland. 

1188. Is that your signature ?— Yes, that is iny signature.^ 

1 1 89. Do you sign that when you have signed the 50 receipts ? — I do. 

Mr. IFran.y?tam read the receipt. 
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1190. I see there is also at the beginning of the hook an acknowledgment; 
whose signature is that ?— That of a son of the treasurer. 

1191. The treasurer of the corporation? — Yes. 

Mr. Wrangham. read tlie memorandum acknowledging the receipt of 
money from the city treasurer. 

1192. How frequently do you make the payments into the bank? — Every 
Friday. 

1 1 93. Friday is the day on which you pay in, is it not ? — Yes. 

1194. Now, will you turn to Culf-street in that ledger, and in your pocket- 
book receipts. 

[_The Witness referred.'} 



Mr. H. FlanigaH. 
24 March 1838. 



1195. Do you find the name of Bush? — I do. 

1196. What is the door number which distinguishes the name of Bush? — 
No. 17. 

1197. No. 17, Cuff-street, is it? — Yes. 

1198. Are you enabled to tell me, or rather to tell the Committee, whether 
Mr. Bush had at the time of the last election for the city of Dublin paid the tax 
for 1837 ; the tax due on the 24th of June 1837 ?— He did not. 

1199. Can you tell the Committee whether, at the time of the last election, 
if Bush had paid the pipe-water tax due on the 24th of June 1836 ? — He had not. 

1200. Has he paid either the one or the other since ?— No, he has not. 

1201 . You say he has not paid the tax either due in June 1836, or that due 
in 1837 ; have you ever demanded either, or both of them ; have you ever made 
a demand for those sums on the premises ? — I have. 

1202. Before the election in August last?— Not before the election. 

1203. I mean as to the year 1836? — Yes. 

1204. It is a tax for the whole year, is it not ?— It is. 

1205. Have you ever been paid by Bush for this tax ; I mean at any time ; I 
do not mean 1836 or 1837, but in any previous year?— I have. 

1206. Have you been paid by Bush this pipe-water tax for these premises in a 
former year ? — I have. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Austin. ■ 



1207. You say you have demanded the rent for 1836 of Mr. Bush .' I did. 

1208. Will you teU me when you demanded the rent for 1836 ; ,have you a 
minute of it ? — I think I have ; I cannot say till I look at the book ; I am quite 
sure I did. 

i2og. From a reference to your book ?— Yes. 

1210. When did you make the demand ?— I will have to get the block for 

1211. Can you tell at aU about when you made the demand?— I could tell the 

precise day. , t i_ j i.i 

1212. Can you tell from the block what the precise day? I had rather 
not. 

1213. Is Mr. Creevy another collector? — Yes. 

1214. Andrew Hayes? — Yes. 

1215. James Leagh? — Yes. 

1216. John Patteson, another? — ^Yes. 

1217. Fitzgerald, another ? —Yes. 

1218. That is aU? — Yes. 

1219. That makes six, with yourself? — Yes. ^ o 

1220. Let me ask you whether you are a member of the Dublin corporation ? 
—No, I am not. 

1221. Are you a freeman ? — Yes. _ 1 0 xr 

1222. Are they all freemen, these gentlemen I have mentioned . Yes. 

1223. Everybody connected with the pipe-water establishment is connected 

with the corporation of Dublin ? — ^Yes. . 

1224. And even clerks and every body are all members of the corporaUon ol 
Dublin?— Not the clerks; for instance, the treasurer’s clerks. 

1225. Did you vote at the election? — ^Yes. 

1226. For Messrs. West and Hamilton?— Yes. 

1227. Have you got the block ? — Yes, I have. 

703. ^ 
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1228. The question is, when you demanded the 1836 tax; how does that 
enable you to say how long you demanded the tax before the election j does it 
do so ? — ^It does. 

1229. What day was it 1 — On the 20th September 1836; I can swear to that. 

1 230. He paid you the tax then, did he ?— He paid me one year then. 

1231. What year? — ^The year 1835. 

Re-examined by Mr. Wrangham. 

1232. On that day, in September 1836, after he had made one year’s pay- 
ment, he left an arrear then due, though demanded, that had become due on the 
24th of Jime 1836 ? — Yes. 

1 233. The tax has not been paid since that time, has it? — It has not. 

1234. Committee.'] You were paid a year’s tax on the 12th of September 1836 • 
was that the tax that was due on the 24th of June 1835 ? — It was. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

The Witness was re-called ; and Examined by Mr. Austin, as follows ; 

1 235. Just look at tliat note, will you ? — 

[^The Witness looked at it.] 

1236. Do you know St. Peter’s parish? — I do. 

1237. Are any mains laid down for St. Peter’s pai’ish? — Generally speaking 
there are, in the city part of it. 

1238. Are there some parts in which they are not laid down? — Yes. 

1 239. Within the Circular Road ? — Yes. 

1240. And in those places the houses are not supplied with water, I suppose? 
— Where the mains are not laid. 

1241. There are other places within the Circular Road in which the mains are 
not laid, are thei’e not ? — Yes. 

1 242. And not in the liberty of the Earl of Meatli ? — No. 

1243. -A-S you have been in the service of the corporation for sometime, 
you know that the Earl of Meath’s liberty is exempt, do you not? — ^Yes, it is. 

1 244. How much of the city of Dublin is comprised of the Earl of Meath’s 
liberty ; is it a large district? — Yes. 

1245. How many hundred houses are there ? — ^There are a great many. 

1246. There are many streets and several parishes, are there not? — Not 
several parishes. 

1247. Are there two parishes, because that is several, you know?— I would 
not say there was not. 

1248. Is there not St. Katherine’s, St. Nicholas and St. Luke?— I do not 
know that of my own knowledge. 

1249. Does the barony of Donore extend beyond the Circular Road into tlie 
county ? — I do not know that. 

1 250. Warrington-place is in the city, is it not ? — It is. 

1251. The mains are not laid down there, are they? — ^Not throughout. 

1252. Is it not the case tliroughout the city, that there are portions in which 
the mains are not laid down? — There are. 

1253. And that occurs throughout the city of Dublin, does it not? — Yes. 

1 254. Where there are no mains, there are no pipes to the houses, I suppose ? 
— ^No. 

1255. And no rental ? — No. 

Re-examined by Mr. Wrangham. 

1256. Now, I am not talking about the Eai'l of Meath’s liberty, but about 
these little places that my friend spoke to you about, where there are no mains 
laid down ; does that occur in any district which is exempt from the payment of 
the pipe-water rate ; is it because those portions of the town are exempt from 
the rate that no mains are laid down, or is it because no mains have yet been 
laid down they do not pay the pipe-water rent ? — It is because no mains are yet 
laid down they do not pay the rent. 

1257. Does that generally happen in those parts of the town which have been 
newly built ? — Yes, in the new-built parts of the town. 

1258. The corporation are not in the habit of laying mains down till after the 
houses are built, I presume i — No, they are not. 

1259. And 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




COMMITTEE oji the DUBLIN (CITY) ELECTION PETITION. 77 

1259. And they are not m tile habit of taking the pipe-water tax when the 
mains have not been laid down, are they ? — No, they cannot do it. 

1260. Can they or can they not lay down the mains wherever they please, and 
then enforce the rate r— I understand they can do so from the Circular Road. 

1261. Committee.] If an individual rehises to take the water, can the corpo- 
ration compel him to pay for the water that might come into his house ? — If a 
main runs through the street, every house in that street is liable, I believe, under 
the Pipe-water Act, whether they take the water or not. 

1262. Mr. Wrangham,.] That is the practice, is it not? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Keatinge stated that this was their case on this vote, and apphed 
to the Committee to direct the other side to open their objection first. 

The Committee decided that Mr. Keatinge should go on with his case. 

Mr. Keatinge was heard to argue that the pipe-water tax was a 
municipal tax witliin the meaning of the 5th section of the Reform Act ; 
he referred to the 42 George 3, c. 92, s. 3, and submitted that the 
word, " rent” being in the Act, was no argument that it was a municipal 
tax, because the word “ rate,” was there also, as well as in the Reform 
Act : this tax is under the management of a municipal corporation, and 
therefore it is a strong argument to show that it is a municipal tax ; 
he referred to 6 George 1, c. 16, Irish, to the 15 & 16 George 3, 
c. 24, which made it imperative upon each inhabitant to have a leaden 
]hpe ; he also referred to section 9 in the previous Act, and then to 
19 & 20 George 3, c. 13. 

A Member asked what are “boundaries aforesaid.” 

Mr. Keatinge stated it was the liberties and suburbs ; he then referred 
to section 22 of 15 & 16 George 3, which mentioned tlie Earl of 
Meath’s liberty, and he contended that the Act treated the liberty 
of the city of Dublin as no part of the city of Dublin j he referred 
to 28 George 3, c. 5, s. 1, also to the 6th section and then to 
42 George 3, c. 92, and read tlie preamble; he stated that all the Acts 
pointed out some great benefit to be attained by the passing of the Act ; 
the rates were imposed in such a manner as not to vest any discretion 
in the corporation ; the 3d section of 42 George 3, gave the scale 
of charges ; in this case the voter had admitted Ms liability to the pay- 
ment of tlie tax, by having paid it at the previous period. It was, he 
contended, no argument to say that there were some parts of the city 
which had not the water, because it might just as well have been con- 
tended in the Paving and Lighting Act, that, as some parts of the city 
were not paved, it was not a municipal tax ; he then referred to the case 
of Francis Coleman, in the proceedings of the last Dublin Election Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Austin was then heard to argue that the tax w'as not a municipal 
tax within the meaning of the 5th section of the Reform Act; and he 
stated that the evidence in this case was very different from what it had 
been before the former Dublin Election Committee. 

A Member asked Mr. Keatinge that, supposing there were not any 
inhabitants who petitioned for mains to be laid down, whether he con- 
sidered the corporation had a right to insist upon their being laid down. 

Mr. Keatinge said, according to his conception of the Act, they had, 
except in the Earl of Meath’s liberty. 

A Member asked if the inhabitants did not petition whether there was 
any course by which the corporation could compel the inhabitants to 
take the water. 

Mr. Austin said, there was not. He then contended it was not a 
municipal tax, and therefore it was immaterial whether the parties were 
in arrear or not; he stated that the word “ municipal,” implied some- 
thing universal within its district, because it was . founded upon the 
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substantive “ muvidpiim." Tlie Act for regulating municipal corpora- 
tions in England and Wales gave the only true definition of the term 
“ municipal.” 

A Member asked Mr. Austin if he meant to say, e.v yi tei'iiuni 
municipium,'' meant every thing within its district, because, if so, how 
would it affect the sanctuary of the temple.-' 

Mr. Austin said the temple was only a sanctuary for crimes, and to 
nnlv a limit to the sheriff’s authority. He then referred to the Enghsh 
Municipal Eeform Act, and stated there no mention of water m that 
Act The regulation of the fighting and watching had been handed 
over to other parties, but the relation as to the water had m all craes 
been kept as it was before, and not being mentioned m the Enghsh 
Municipal Reform Act it was clearly excepted, and this he submitted 

was sufficient of itself to settle the question. Mr. Austin then proceeded. 

What he asked, was the object of making voters in Ireland pay the 
taxes previous to voting, if it was not to assmulate them to the voters 
in England? A municipal tax must he general and umversal m the 
district in the first place; secondly, it must he levied for the gencnd 
purposes of the place ; and, thirdly, it must be a pub ic fand appUcahle 
to public purposes. This is not general and universal, because it does 
not prevail throughout the electoral distiict. The electora.1 district is 
a uart of the city lying within the Circular Road. It was a mistake to say 
thht in conceding that the paving and lighting tax was a mumcipal ta, 
he conceded it was not over the whole district. He did not concede 
that In this case the Earl of Meath’s liherty was exempt. The origin 
of the tax was that the Earl of Meath and the city of Dublm shimd the 
sale of the water between them, and the city was not to go into tlie Earl 
of Meath’s liberty. He then referred to the 1st section of 28 Geo. 3. 

Mr Keatinge stated, that it was not the fact that the paving commis- 
sioners had the jurisdiction of paving and lighting the city of Dublin. 

Mr. Button stated, it was extended by the 54th. 



Mr Austin then referred to 28 Geo. 3, and argued, that the corpora- 
tion had no power to lay their mains in St. Thomas’s-court nor m Donore ; 
and only upon the petition of two-thirds of the mhahitants, had that 
power in St. Sepulchre’s ; and therefore they were incapable of entering 
into one-tMid of tlie city. 

A Member asked if by tbe Latin meaning of the word “ municipium," 
Mr. Austin meant to contend that this rate was inapplicable to the general 
government of the city of Dublin. 

Mr. Austin said he did ; he then argued there was no power of com- 
pelling the corporation of Dublin to lay down mains ; but when they once 
had done it, they could compel the owner of the house to lay on a semce 
pipe. More than that, the corporation might, if they pleased, take up 
the mains, and there was no power to compel them to lay them do^ 
ao-ain. The Legislature must have meant to make the payment ot tbe 
tax; applicable to the whole of the constituency. In this case it was not 
applicable to a very great portion of the constituency. 



A Member asked if it was not the case that, with respect to the assess- 
ment of the paving-tax, there was not some of that class of voters excep 
from the payunent of the paving tax. 

Mr. Keatinge stated that, beyond the limits of the Circular ^bd, 
auth ority did not extend, although the persons registered outside oi 
limits all voted. 



Mr. Austin said, the question was, whether the tax extended to the shop 
keeper ; if it did so, there was this extraordinary anomaly, that it was a 
tax which applied to two- thirds only of the inhabitants, and there ore 
only to part of the constituency who chose to lay down a mam PT^ 
Suppose they were shopkeepers, and rented only a part of the house, ey 
could not he liable to the payment of the water-rent; In this case, 
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payment of the rent was equivalent only to the supply of water ; whereas a+ March 1 838. 

inW paving and lighting, the house was equally liable to the tax. He 

then said, that the next observation on the other side was, that the Acts 
all recited that it was for a pubhc benefit ; that, he contended, was no 
foundation for an argument, because, in the case of all other Acts, private 
bills and railroads, they contained the same recital. He then said this 
tax was nothing more than the private property of the corporation of 
the city of Dublin ; and he referred to 6 Geo. 1, chapter 16, also to 
15 & 16 Geo. 3, page 4, which he stated was the title-deed of the corpo- 
ration, and showed the nature of their interest, because the corporation 
was stated to be seised and possessed of the estate, and they enter as 
such into an agreement with the Grand Canal Company for the supply 
of water, in order to sell it to the inhabitants. He then referred to the 
22d section of 19 & 20 Geo. 3, where the same title was re-organized 
in the Earl of Meath, and in the same words. He then stated that the 
corporation had it in fee-simple, and they might alienate it if they pleased, 
because it was clear law, that corporations had the power of doing what 
they pleased with their property. The agreement was between the cor- 
poration as an individual, and the canal proprietors, in which they dealt 
with each other as individuals. He then referred to the 42d Geo. 3, 
which was the Act at present in question ; and he said it was just the 
same as an Act for the supply of gas to a town, or the supply of water. 

The same provisions exist in both species of Acts. He then referred to 
section 3 and section 4, and said that section 4 enabled the corporation 
to contract, and contended that a rate could not be contracted for, and 
therefore that this was not a rate, but a rent. He then referred to the 
5th section, and argued, that the ledger was a mere private book, the 
production of which could not he compelled ; that the collectors pay the 
money into the bank to the credit of the treasurer of the corporation 
fond, and it was not applied to any public pui-pose. He then argued 
that it would be extremely dangerous to hold that this was a municipal 
tax, because every one of these collectors were freemen of the city ot 
Dublin, and, by their evidence, these 85 voters might be disfranchised. 

A Member asked if Mr. Austin meant to say that the corporation 
might take up the pipes, and could not be compelled to lay them down 
again. 

Mr. Austin said they had that power. 

The Committee-room was ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed, that it was 
the opinion of the Committee, that the rate or rent collected by the pipe- 
water estahlislunent was not a municipal rate coming within the Dth 
section of the Irish Reform Act. 

[The Committee adjourned until Eleven o’clock on Monday. 



Lun(S, 26® dk Martii, 1838. 



LORD SEYMOUR in the Chair. 

The names ot the Members were called over ; all present. 

Mr. Thesiger stated, that iu consequence of the decisions of 
mittee which has overruled the decisions of the former Committee, the 
counsel for the Petitioners had advised them chents to proceed no farther 
in support of the petition. 
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Mr. Austin said, in consequence of tlie conduct of the other side in 
giving the earliest possible notice of their intention to retire, he should 
not press any thing against them. 

The Committee-room was ordered to be cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

The counsel and parties were called in, and informed, that the Com- 
mittee had 

Resolved , — “ That Daniel O’Connell, Esq., and Robert Hutton, Esq., 
are duly elected burgesses to serve in this present Parliament for the city 
of Dublin. 

“ That the petition of Edward Cottinghara and others does not appear 
to the said Committee to be frivolous or vexatious. 

“ That the Committee have altered the poll, by sti’ildng off the nam e 
of Thomas Kenna.” 
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